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UNITJD  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C. 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  A8R!6Ut7W8f 

FLUID  iv!  ILK  AND  CR£a!v,  R£d0RT 

FOR    JANUARY  1956 


Prices  of  milk  for  fluid  use  early  in  January  generally  decined,the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    Retail  prices  were 
lover  in  13  markets  or  about  1  in  every  11  reporting.    Only  one 
market  reported  an  increase.    Producer  prices  vrere  down  in  16  markets 
or  a"bout  1  in  every  9  reporting.    However,  Class  I  prices  are  not 
currently  determined  in  a  number  of  markets. 

Single  quart  prices  for  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  25  major  cities  early  in  January  1956  averaged  23.5  cents  per 
quart.    This  was  two-tenths  cent  per  quart  lower  than  December  1955, 
but  four-tenths  cent  r>er  quart  higher  than  January  1955.  Compared 
with  the  1950-54  average  for  January,  the  current  month  price  was 
1*3  cents  per  quart  higher*    Compared  with  December,  home  delivery 
prices  were  down  2  cents  per  quart  in  Boston,  1  cent  per  quart  in 
New  York  City,  and  one-half  cent  T>er  quart  in  Philadelphia.  Com- 
pared with  January  of  last  year,  -orice  differences  ranged  from  one- 
half  cent  -oer  quart  lower  in  Boston  and  New  York  City  to  2  cents  per 
quart  higher  in  Minneapolis,  Minn.    The  home  delivered  price  vras  lh 
cents  per  quart  higher  in  Hartford,  Conn,  and  Portland,  Oreg. ,  and 
1  cent  in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Omaha,  Nebr.  and  Seattle,  Wash.  In 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Baltimore,  Md. ,  Washington,  D.  C.,  Detroit,  Mich., 
the  home  delivered  price  was  \  cent  per  quart  above  a  year  earlier. 

The  dealer's  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3.5  percent 
milkfat  in  about  140  markets  early  in  January  was  $5.04  per  hundred- 
weight.   This  was  6  cents  per  hundredweight  less  than  December,  but 
5  cents  per  hundredweight  more  than  in  January  1955.    Five  of  the 
9    geographic  regions  showed  declines  from  December  ranging  from  2 
cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  East  South  Central  States  to  51  cents 
per  hundredweight  in  New  England.    Other  decreases  were:  4  cents  per 
huncredweight  in  the  West  North  Central  States  and  3  cents  per  hundred- 
weight in  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Coast  States.    The  average 
was  unchanged  in  the  East  North  Central,  South  Atlantic,  and  Mountain 
regions.    An  increase  of  1  cent  per  hundredweight  was  reported  in  the 
West  South  Central  States, 

(Continued  on  page  9) 
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Table  3. -Dealers 1  average  buying  prices  for  standard  grade  milk  for 
distribution  as  milk  (3-5$  fat)  per  hundredweight  delivered  f.o.b. 
local  shipping  point  or  country  plant,  January  1956 
with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Division 

Markets 

January 
1955 

December 
1955 

January  1956 

Range       |  Average 

.    _____  i 

J'm.'iber 

-  Dol3 

.ars  - 

New  England 
Kiddle  Atlantic 
East  North  Central 
West  North  Central 
South  Atlantic 
3aat  South  Central 
West  South  Central 
Mountain 
Pacific 

16 

Ik 
26 
20 
21 
10 
10 
9 
12 

5.80 

5.U7 

U,06 

lull 
-»-5.99 
*U,89 

5.01 
U.7U 

6.25 
5.53 

h«22 
k.±9 
-«-5.99 
-*Lu86 

$.ho 

5.19 
U.88 

U. 83-6. 27 
iw  32-6. 00 
3.76-5.7U 
3.55  U079 
h. 79-7,19 
k* 00-5. 75 
k. 66-6. 28 
3.90-5. Ik 
U, 21-5.90 

5.7U 
5.50 
U.22 

It. 15 
5.99 
U.8U 
5.U 
5.19 
U.85 

United  States 

138 

*U.99 

5»io 

3.55-7.19 

5.0)4 

1/  In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  cream  are  the  same. 
2/  Includes  Class  I  prices,  base  or  basic  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 
*  Revised. 


(Continued  from  page  l) 


Compared  with  January  of  last  year,  the  Class  I  average  -orice 
was  higher  in  5  of  the  9  regions,  ranging  from  3  cents  per  hundred- 
weight in  the  Middle  Atlantic  States  to  18  cents  ner  hundredweight 
in  the  Mountain  States,    Other  large  increases  were  16  cents  per 
hundredweight  in  the  East  North  Central  States  and  11  cents  per 
hundredweight  in  the  Pacific  Coast  States.    The  West  North  Central 
region  increased  4  conte  per  hundredweight.    The  averags  wa«  unchanged 


(Continued  on  -page  13) 
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liable  5»-Pi-civailing  prices  of  standard  gr~de  milk  per  single  quart  delivered  to  homes 

in  25  oities,  January  1956,  with  comparisons  l/  2/ 


Market 


r-f: 


1950-54  j  Jan.      Dec  |jan. 
£an._av.J_1955    !  1955_  J  1956 
-  Gents  - 

24-  24* 
25i 
25t 
24 
25 
24 
25 
27 
22 
22 

25-  2 
22f 
20 
23 


Market 


1950-54 
Jan.  av. 


Jan.  I  Dec.  j  Jan. 
1955  i  1955  [_1956 
-  Cents  - 


Boston,  Mass.  ' 
Hartford,  Conn. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Baltimore,  Md. 
Washington,  D.C» 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Cleveland,  Ohio 
Indianapolis-,  Ind. 
Chicago j  111. 
Detroit..  Mich. 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Minneapolis,  Mi nn> 


23.0 

24i- 

■25  26-26i 

23.4 

24 

24.0 

26 

26* 

22.5 

23i 

24§ 

23.0 

25 

25 

22.8 

23-| 

24 

23.0 

24§ 

25 

26.0 

27 

27 

20.6 

21 

22 

21.6 

22 

22 

23.7 

25i 

25-27f 

21.2 

22 

22i 

19.2 

20 

20 

20,0 

21 

23 

Kansas  City,  Mo. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Louisville,  ky. 
New  Orleanr,  La. 
Dallas,  Texas 
Denver,  Colo. 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
Seattle,  Wash. 
Portland,  Ore. 
San  Francisco*  Calif 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 


25  cities  average 


21.2 
20.6 
23-4 
24,9 
23,5 
22.4 
20.5 
20.5 
21.2 
21.3 
21-1 


23 

20 

23 

26* 

25 

24 

2ii 

2lf 

at 


23 
21 
23 

25 

24 

21 

22| 

23 

21| 

21t 


22.2      23.1  23.7 


23 
2", 

23 

col 

23 

24 

21 

224 

23 

2lf 

2ll 


23.5 


l/~nStana"ard  gracle"^  Ts  grade  commonly  soTd  in  e a ch~marTEeT. ~"  Grades  vary  bVEween  marke"ts  "Sue  Ho 
""    differences  in  determining  faotors. 

2/  Prices  are  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  ICth  of  the  month. 


Table  6. -Fluid  milk  prioe  changes,  January  1955  l/ 


ReTaTl  prices'  per  single" 
quart_deli.ve_red_to  homas_ 
Jan. 
1956 


Markets  by 
geographio 
divisions 


Jan. 

1955 


bearers'  buying  prices  7.  o.b*.~ 


DYc. 
1955 
-  Dollars  - 


o  an  • 
1956 


Jan. 

1955 

T"  T)ec 
1  1955 
-  Cents  - 

23t 

26 

23i 

26 

22, 

24-1-25 

24f 

24 
24 
24 

23  , 
26-26* 
25 

25* 

25-26 

25* 

23 
25 
23* 

23 

26* 
24* 

a* 

20 

23 
20 

20 
21 

20 
20 

23* 

23 

21 

22 

MEW  ENGLAND; 

Concord,  N.  H.  5,01  6.68 
Man . -Na shua-P  or t  smouth, 

N.  H.  I     6.01  6.68 
Bellows  Falls  and 

Burlington,  Vt.  4,89  5.11 

Boston.  Maae .  6.01  6.68 

Fall  River,  Mass.  6.30  6.97 

Lowe 1 1-Lawr. , Mass.  6-01  6.68 

Springfield,  Mass.  6.01  6.68 

Worcester,  Mass.  6.01  5.68 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC; 

Bingnanivon,  "TTT  Y.  4.23  4.50 

New  York,  N.  Y.  6.00-5.29 

Philadelphia,  Pa.  5  44 

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL 

South  Bend,  Ind.  4.00  4.42 

Ka  J  anas  so,  Mich.  4.55  4.81 

W.  NORTH  CENT RAL 

Winona,  MinnT"  1     3.78  3-78 

Fargo-Moorhead,  N.D«|      3.85  3.85 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington,  Del.  5.32  5.45 
PACIFIC: 

Spokane,  Wash.  !      5.27  5.30 


5.81 

5,81 

5.81 
6.10 

5.81 
5.81 
5.81 

4.32 

6.14-5.43  6.08-6.37 
5.84  5,44 

4.20 

3/3.55 
7/3  -68 

5.05 
4.98 


l/  All  changes  effective  January  1,  unless  otherwise  noted. 

2/  Effeotive  dates: 

December  13  -  New  York  City 

December  15  -  Fargo-iiloorhead 
3_/  Effective  date  not  reported. 


24 
24 

22  . 
24-24* 
24 

23* 

23-24 

23* 


23 
2/25* 
~  24 

23 
3/21 

20 
20 

23 


22 


Page  12  Table  7.-  Minimum  Blend  and  Class  I  Prices,  F.O.B.  Market  or  Other  Indicated 

Points,  in  Federal  Order  Markets,    November  1955 


Minimum 

Basic 

Gross  blend 

Blend 

Gross  blend 

Class  I 

Marketing  Area 

price  at 

price 

price  at 

price  at 

fat 

basic  test 

In* 

tat 

1    to/  tAn, 
<JtO/0  TOSt 

3.5%  tost 

test 

per  cwt. 

dlff. 

per  cwt. 

per  cwt. 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zona 
Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City 

3.7 

5.19 

7.2 

5.05 

6.17 

3.5 

3.76 

6.9 

3,76 

4.19 

Central  West  Texas 

4.0 

6.07 

6.9 

5.72 

5.89 

Chicago  Grade  A    55-70  mile  zone 

3.5 

3-87 

6.9 

3.87 

4.17 

Cincinnati  Grade  A 

3.5 

4.90 

7.6 

4.90 

4.89 

Cleveland 

3.5 

4.49 

7.3 

4.49 

2/4.76 

Columbus 

3.5 

3/4.12 

7.9 

4.12 

~  4.26 

Dayton -Springfield  Grade 'A 

3.5 

2/4.72 

6.9 

4.72 

4.47 

Detroit 

3.5 

r/4.33 

6.5 

4,33 

4.59 

Dubuque,  la. 

3.5 

~  3.93 

6.94 

 .3t9_3_._. 

 a«2z.... 

Duluth -Superior,  Minn. -Wis. 

3,5 

3/4.18 

7.2 

4.18 

4.28 

Fall  River,  20  mile  zone 

3*7 

~  7.049 

7.2 

6,90 

6.98 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  . 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind. 

4.0 

5.24 

6,9 

4.90 

5.05 

3.5 

4.73 

6.7 

4.73 

5,13 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. 

3.8 

4,43 

6,2 

4.24 

4.57 

Knoxvllle 

4.0 

5,38 

6.9 

5*04 

5.08 

Lima,  O. 

3.5 

*4.270 

7.5 

4.27 

4.42 

Louisville 

3.8 

3/4.45 

6.5 

4.26 

4.41 

Lowell  -  Lawrence,  20  mile  zone  4/ 
Memphis  — 

4.0 

-*5.25 

7-1 

6.5 

6.26 
4.92 

6.69 
5.04 

Milwaukee 

3.5 

♦  4,101 

6.9 

4.10 

4.13 

Minneapolis  -  St.  Paul 

3.5 

•3.974 

7.0 

3.97 

4.21 

Nashville 

4.0 

♦4.73 

6.9 

4,38 

4.56 

Neo&hQ  Valley,  Kans.-Mo. 

4.0 

4.52 

6.9 

4.18 

4.65 

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone 

4.0 

♦5.689 

9.8 

5.20 

5.91 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone 

3.5 

4.33 

5.2 

4,33 

5.50 

North  Texas 

4.0 

5.87 

6.0 

5.57 

5.64 

URiahoma  nty 

4.0 

5.00 

6.9 

4*66 

5.02 

uniunu  —  i^in .  —  v^ounc  11  oiuixs,  i\curi"iui 

 3*8  

 .3/4.74  

 7.0 

A  era 

r\    /A      A  A 

Paducah,  Ky. 

3,5 

4.71 

6.5 

4.71 

4.71 

Philadelphia 

4.0 

♦5.382 

5,0 

5.13 

5.59 

Puget  Sound,  Wash. 

4.0 

1/4.670 

7.1 

4,32 

4.85 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Ia. 

3.5 

"*  3-84 

7.5 

3.84 

4.37 

Rockford  -Freeport,  111.  Grade  A 

3.5 

6/4,12 

6,9 

4.12 

4.19 

St.  Louis 

3.5 

~*  4.58 

6.7 

4.58 

4.64 

San  Antonio,  Texas 

4.0 

6.36 

6.4 

6.04 

6.06 

Sioux  City,  la. 

3.5 

3/4.24 

7.0 

4.24 

9/4.47 

Sioux  Falls  -  Mitchell,  S.U. 

3-5 

~*  4.01 

7.0 

4.01 

"5/4.32 

South  Bend  -  LaPorte,  Ind. 

3.5 

4.21 

6.9 

4.21 

"*  4,37 

Springfield,  Mass. 

3»7 

5/6.38 

7.2 

6.24 

6,69 

Springfield,  Mo. 4/ 

3.5 

~  4.28 

6.7 

4,28 

4.37 

Stark  County,  OrUo7/ 

3,5 

4-82 

6.0 

4,82 

5.01 

Toledo 

3,5 

♦4.866 

7.0 

4.87 

4.94 

Topeka,  Kans. 

3.8 

4.36 

6.2 

4.17 

4.57 

Tri-State:  Huntington  Plants,  W.  Va. 

3.5 

♦4.98 

6.9 

4.98 

5.09 

Tulsa  -  Muskogee,  ,Okla. 

4.0 

4.94 

6.9 

4.60 

4.97 

Wichita,  Kans. 

3.8 

1/4.54 

6.9 

4.33 

4.82 

Worcester,  Mass. 

3.7 

5/6.67 

7.2 

6.53 

6.69 

Muskegon,  Mich. 

3.5 

T/4.18 

6,5 

4,18 

4.41 

Akron,  Ohio 

3.5 

4.58 

7.4 

4.58 

4.71 

Appalachian, Tenn.  ,Va, ,  and  Ky. 

4,0 

♦5.56 

6.9 

5.22 

5,24 

AustinHfliaoo,  Texas 

4,0 

♦6.32 

6.4 

6.00 

6.03 

Blaok  Hills,  S.  D. 

3.5 

5.27 

7.0 

5.27 

5.26 

Central  Mississippi 

4.0 

5.68 

6.8 

5.34 

5,46 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas 

4.0 

♦6.69 

6.9 

6.34 

6.40 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

3.5 

♦  4.46 

9.1 

4.46 

4,51 

Shreveport,  La. 

4.0 

•5.701 

6.9 

5,36 

5.41 

Southwest  Kansas 

3.8 

4.78 

6.9 

4.57 

4.81 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  8/ 

3.5 

5.20 

7.4 

5.20 

5.36 

Upstate  Miohigan  8/~ 

3.5 

♦  4.23 

6.5 

4.23 

4.38 

Wheeling,.  W.  Va.  "5/ 

3.5 

4.94 

7,4 

4.94 

5.11 

(Footnotes  oontinued  on  next  page) 
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(Table  7  continued) 

*    Individual -nandler.    weighted  average  ^rice • 
\J  November  1955  weighted  average  prices: 

Base  Exofcss 

Detroit  $4.44  ^>3-52 

Muskegon  4.33  3.24 

Puffet  Sound  4.32  3-29 

Wichita  4.36  3.13 

2/  Class  I  (cream)  $4.31. 
_3/  Fall  production  payments: 

Not  included  Included 

Columbus  550  Dayton-Springi ield  45.60 

Louisville  480  Duluth-Superior  40.80 

Sioux  City  36.50       OmaLa-Linooln-C-B •  35.60 

4/  (Merrimack  Valley >  Mass.);    (Ozarks  area). 
3/  Farms  located  in  nearby  zones. 

6/  Rockford  plants;  Freep'ort  plants;    Blend  $3.89;  Class  I  $4.15. 

l_f  Plants  holding  Alliance,  Canton?  or  Massillon  permit. 

8/  Order  effective  October  16;  pricing  provisions  effective  November  1. 

£/  Negotiated:    $4.74  at  Omaha -L in c oin-C.B . ;  $4.77  at  Sioux  City. 

$4.47  (100  for  bulk  tank  pickup;  50  service  oharge)  at  Sioux  Falls-i^itcnell 


(Continued  from  page  9) 

in  the  South  Atlantic  and  the  West  South  Central  regions.  Declines 
of  6  cents  per  hundredweight  in  New  England  and  5  cents  per 
hundredweight  in  the  "^ast  South  Central  States  were  also  reported. 

In  the  New  England  States,  a  drop  of  88  cents  per  hundred- 
weight for  Class  I  milk  and  2  cents  per  quart  for  milk  sold  at 
retail  was  reported  in  all  4  of  the  New  Hampshire  markets  shown. 
In  Bellows  Palls  and  Burlington,  Vt.,  declines  of  1  cent  per 
quart  at  retail  levels  were  reported.    Producer  prices  in  these 
two  markets  are  not  currently  determined.     In  the  5  Federal 

(Continued  on  page  14) 


?ab-e  lk 

Table  8, -Net  prices  paid  members  of  producers'  associations  1/ 


City 


Net  blended  prices 

paid  for  3»5$ 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 


Month 


Dealers'  buying 
prices  for  Class 
I  milk  per  cwt. 


Providence,  R.  T. 
Hartford-New  Haven- 
Bridgeport,,  Conn. 
1 ittsburgh,  Pa . 
Evansville,  Ind. 
Baltimore,  Md. 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Richmond,  Va. 
Charleston,  IT.  Va. 
Denver,  Colo. 


Dollars 

6.U0 
(5.73) 
3/(5.89) 
U.88 
U.32 
k*90 

5.5U 
5.U2 
5.26 
H/5.U 


November 

September 

November 

November 

November 

December 

December 

December 

November 

December 


Dollars 

6.62 
(6.32) 
(6.3k) 
6.06 
k.kk 
5.59 
6.62 
6.25 
5.29 
5.81 


1/  Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I      -  Milk  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  II    -  Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  III  and/or  IV  -  Milk  used  in  manufacturing  dairy  products. 
A  base  and  surplus  plan  is  often  used  with  these  classifications. 
2/  F.O.B.  City  unless  indicated  otherwise. 
3/  Does  not  include  fall  payback  of  600  per  hundredweight. 
U/  Base  pricej  surplus  price  $2,59. 


Continued  from  page  13) 

order  markets  of  Massachusetts,  the  Class  I  price  was  down  88 
cents  per  hundredweight  and  the  home  delivered  price  was  2  cents 
per  quart  less  than  December. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  States,  the  Class  I  price    was  re- 
ported 18  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  December  in  Binghamton, 
F.  Y,  but  retail  prices  were  unchanged.    New  York  City  prices  were 


_ 
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1  cent  per  quart  lower  for  home  dolivery  and  one-half  cent  to 
!■§■  cents  per  quart  lower  at  stores,.    The  Class  I  price  In  this 
market  was  down  6  cents  per  hundredweight.     In  Philadelphia,  Pa# 
prices  were  less  than  December  "by  40  cents  per  hundredweight  for 
Class  I  milk  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  at  "both  homes  and  stores. 

In  the  East  North  Central  States,  Class  I  prices  in  South 
Bend,  Ind.  were  22  cents  per  hundredweight  lower,    No  change  in 
prices  at  retail  levels  for  this  market  was  reported.  Kalamazoo, 
Mich,  reported  a  1  cent  per  quart  increase  in  prices  at  the  retail 
level.    Producer  prices  in  this  market  are  not  currently  deter- 
mined. 

In  the  West  North  Central  area,  the  Class  I  price  in  Winona, 
Minn,  declined  23  cents  per  hundredweight  while  retail  -prices 
were  reported  unchanged.    The  Pargo-Moorhead,  N.  D.-Minn.  market 
reported  a  decrease  of  17  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Class 
I  price.    Retail  prices  were  unchanged  in  this  market. 

In  the  South  Atlantic  States,  the  Class  I  price  was  40  cents 
per  hundredweight  less  than  December  in  Wilmington,  Del,,  hut 
retail  prices  were  unchanged. 

No  changes  vrere  reported  in  the  Bast  South  Central,  West 
South  Central,  and  Mountain  States. 

On  the  Pacific  Coast,  the  Class  I  price  in  the  Spokane,  Wash, 
market  was  32  cents  per  hundredweight  lover,  hut  home  delivery 
prices  were  unchanged.    A  decline  of  1  cent  per  quart  in  the 
store  price  was  reported  for  this  market. 
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Table  9 .-Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order  marketing 
areas  for  November  1955,  October  1955,  and  November  19$h  1/ 


!  Oct. 

1  Nov. 

Nov.  1955 

Nov.  1955 ; 

Jan. -Nov 

Marketing  area 

Nov, 

1955 

1  1955 

of  Nov. 

of  Oct, 

1955  of 

1954 

2/ 

!  3/ 

1954  3/ 

1955  3/ 

1954  3/ 

-  1,000  pounds  - 

— 

Percent  - 

Boston,  Mass. 

rl,965 

103 

99 

104 

Fall  Hiver,  Mass. 

r  110 

J.  XT: 

TIT! 

102 

99 

102 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. 

r  270 

PQ4 

104 

99 

106 

Springfield,  Mass.  4/ 

414 

477 

4.74 

105 

100 

106 

Worcester,  Mass.  4/ 

284 

P94 

104 

99 

104 

New  York,  N.  Y.  5,7 

8,719 

9  027 

ft  R94 

102 

98 

103 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

2,000 

P  0*37 

P  OP7 

101 

ioo 

101 

Fort  Wayne ,  Ind. 

r  147 

T  R7 

ISO 

104 

102 

108 

Detroit,  Mich. 

r2 ,967 

3  137 

3  PI] 

Of  CXI 

108 

102 

107 

Quad  Cities, 

111 .-Iowa 

r  219 

231 

P09 

96 

91 

106 

Minneapolis- 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

rl,097 

1  158 

1  154 

105 

100 

107 

Sioux  Falls- 

Mitchell,  S.  D, 

64 

68 

69 

107 

100 

109 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 

123 

1  77 

110 

102 

105 

Dubuque,  Iowa 

50 

53 

54 

108 

102 

111 

Sioux  City,  Iowa 

80 

ftfi 
oo 

O  f 

110 

101 

108 

Oraaha-Lincoln-Councll 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa 

r  384 

407 

408 

106 

100 

108 

St.  Louis,  Mo, 

r  1,041 

1,110 

1,117 

107 

101 

107 

Kans.  City,  Mo, -Kans .6/ 

724 

741 

745 

103 

100 

104 

Topeka,  Kans.  5/ 

87 

92 

94 

108 

102 

108 

Wichita,  Kans.  &/ 

232 

239 

240 

103 

100 

110 

Fort  3mitK  Ark.  6/ 

66 

71 

70 

1  OR 

lit) 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.6/ 

317 

319 

321 

101 

101 

105 

^ii  1  ea-Mn  elm  &a  a       P!"b-T  o 
1  Ul  Bel— liUSKUgtS  c  ,  VJKXcl. 

289 

309 

326 

11-5 

100 

ioy 

New  Orleans,  La,  6/ 

489 

517 

510 

104 

99 

103 

San  Antonio,  Texas 

364 

358 

355 

98 

99 

104 

Puget  Sound,  Wash,  6/ 

rl, 139 

1,137 

1,158 

102 

102 

105 

Total 

23,640 

24,533 

24,475 

103.5 

99,8 

104.4 

1,/  Includes  all  markets  having  data  with  insignificant  out-of-area  sales. 
2/  Preliminary. 

3/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
4/  Includes  skim  items  and  mixtures. 

5_/  Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  the  marketing  areas  as  whole  milk, 

6/  Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  daily  by    producer-handlers  as 

follows}  - 

1,000  pounds 

Oklahoma  City  8 

New  Orleans  6 

Puget  Sound  33 


Kansas  City  23-24 
Topeka  7 
Wichita  8 
Fort  Smith  5 


r  Revised. 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AN  J  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
.L4^'THViJ  jfcffiSaS  UNIX®.  FEDERAL  OILERS,  NOVEMBER  1955,  WITH  COMPARISONS 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  26  Federal  Order  markets  during 
November  vere  fractionally  "below  October  but  were  3.5  percent  above  November  1954, 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    Ten  of  the  26  markets  reported 
increases  in  whole  milk  sales  from  October.    In  7  markets,  sales  were  about  the 
same  as  in  October  but  in  9  markets  they  were  lower.    Compared  with  November  1954, 
sales  in  24  of  the  26  markets  were  higher.    Increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  to  13  percent  in  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area,  daily  sales  during  November 
were  2  percent  below  October  but  were  2  nercent  above  November  a  year  earlier. 
Cumulative  daily  sales  in  this  market  for  the  first  11  months  of  1955  were  3  per- 
cent above  those  for  the  same  -period  in  1954. 

In  the  remaining  25  markets,  November  sales  were  0.5  percent  higher  than 
October  and  4.4  percent  above  November  a  year  earlier.     Sales  for  the  first  11 
months  of  1955  were  higher  in  all  26  markets  than  for  the  similar  -period  of  1954. 
These  increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.  to  15  percent  in 
Fort  Smith,  Ark,    Other  large  increases  were?  Dubuque,  Iowa,  11  percent;  Wichita, 
Kans.,  10  percent;  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.D.,  and  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.,  9  per- 

i  cent  and  Fort  Wayne,  Ind*,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  Omaha-Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  Nebr.~ 
Iowa,  and  Topeka,  Fans.,  8  percent.    The  average  milkfat  test , of  whole  milk  saifia 

i  during  November  in  20  of  the  26  markets  (5  Massachusetts  markets  and  Hew  York 

i  City  excluded)  was  3.59  percent.    This  was  the  same  percentage  as  in  October  but 

i  qompares  with  3.61  percent  in  November  1954, 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  cream  mixtures  (commonly  known  as 
half-and-half)  in  20  Federal  Order  markets  during  November  were  12.4  percent 
higher  than  November  1954.    Compared  with  October,  the  previous  month,  sales 
1  were  up  10, S  percent  in  the  20  markets  and  7.9  percent  in  19  markets  excluding 
Philadelphia  where  sales  showed  a  very  sharp  seasonal  jump.    Eighteen  of  the  20 
markets  had  higher  sales  than  October,  but  in  2  markets,  Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa 
and  Puget  Sound.  Wash.,  sales  were  lower.    Coirroared  with  November  1954,  sales 
■were  higher  in  18  of  the  20  markets,  about  the  same  in  one  market,  Wichita,  Kans., 
i  and  lower  in  1  market,  Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the 
period  January  through  November  were  13.4  percent  above  the  same  period  in  1954. 
Increases  for  this  11-month  period  were  reported  in  all  20  markets*    These  ranged 
from  3  percent  in  the  Quad  Cities,  Ill»-Iowa  market  to  60  percent  in  the  Sioux 
Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D,  market.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales  of  milk  and  cream 
mixtures  during  November  in  the  20  markets  was  11,4  percent  as  compared  with  11.6 
percent  in  October  and  11,3  percent  in  November  1954, 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  during  November  in  21  Federal 
Order  markets  were  14,1  percent  above  October,  but  2.0  percent  lo^er  than  in 
November  1954.    Sales  were  higher  than  in  October  in  all  21  markets.  These 
ranged  from  4  percent  in  New  Orleans  to  53  percent  in  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  Compared 
with  November  of  1954,  sales  were  lower  in  15  of  the  21  markets ;  with  decreases 
ranging  from  1  percent  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla,  to  29  per- 
cent in  the  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S,  D.  market.     Sales  were  about  the  same  in 
Dubuque,  Iowa  and  higher  in  5  markets.     These  increases  ranged  from  3  percent  in 
the  Minneapolis-St ,  Paul,  Minn,  market  to  8  percent  in  Fall  River,  Mass,  Cumula- 
tive daily  sales  for  the  first  11  months  of  1955  were  2,8  percent  less  than  for 
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(Continued  from  page  17) 

the  same  period  in  1954,    Decreases  for  the  11-month  period  were  reported  from 
13  of  the  21  markets,  ranging  from  1  percent  in  Philadelphia,  Pa,  and  New  Orleans, 
La.  to  37  percent  in  the  Sioux  Palls-Mitchell {  S.  D,  market.    Sales  were  about 
the  same  in  Minneapolis-St,  Paul,  Minn,,  hut  higher  in  7  markets,  ranging  from 

2  percent  in  Port  Wayne,  Ind, ,  San  Antonio,  Tex,  and  Puget  Sound,  Wash,,  to  7 
percent  in  Pall  River,  Mass,    The  average  milkfat  test  of  fluid  cream  sales  in 
the  21  markets  (excluding  Massachusetts  except  Pall  River)  was  23,3  percent  as 
compared  with  22,4  percent  in  Octoher,  and  22*9  percent  in  November  of  1954, 

In  the  important  New  York  City  market,  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  in 
November  were  3,0  percent  higher  than  Octoher  and  6,8  percent  ahove  November  of 
the  preceding  year.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  period  January-November  1955 
were  1,4  percent  "below  the  same  period  of  the  previous  year. 

Combined  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  and  mixtures  during  November  in  all 
21  markets  (not  shown  in  table  10 )  were  12,7  percent  above  October  and  2,3  per- 
cent higher  than  a  year  earlier.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  11-month  period 
of  1955  were  1,0  percent  above  the  same  period  in  1954, 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  November  in  23  Pederal  Order 
markets  (Springfield  and  Worcester,  Mass,  and  New  York  City  excepted)  were  4,7 
percent  less  than  October  but  4>5  percent  more  than  November  of  a  year  earlier. 
Twenty-one  of  the  23  markets  reported  lower  sales  than  October-,    These  ranged 
from  1  percent  in  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  and  San  Antonio,  Tex. 
to  20  percent  in  Quad  Cities,  Ill.-Iowa,    In  2  markets,  Ceder  Rapids,  Iowa  and 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla,,  sales  were  above  October.    Compared  with  November  1954,  skim 
milk  sales  in  November  1955  were  higher  in  15  of  the  23  markets,  unchanged  in  2, 
and  lower  in  6  markets,    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  first  11  months  of  1955 
were  7,0  percent  higher  than  in  the  January-November  period  of  1954,    Among  the 
23  markets,  20  showed  increases  ranging  from  1  percent  in  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla, 
to  61  percent  in  Dubuque,  Iowa,    Cumulative  sales  were  lower  in  3  markets,  Kansas 
City,  Mo*-Kans.,  Wichita,  Kans.  and  Puget  Sound,  Wash,    The  average  milkfat  test 
of  sales  of  fluid  skim  items  in  20  of  the    23  markets  during  November  was  1,46 
■percent  as  compared  with  1,47  percent  in  October  and  1,32  percent  in  November  1954, 

Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  30  large  Pederal  Order  markets 
during  November  were  2,2  percent  below  October  but  7,1  percent  above  November  of 
1954,    Seventeen  of  these  markets  reported  lower  receipts  than  in  October,  ranging 
from  1  percent  in  the  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla,,  and  San  Antonio,  Tex,  markets  to 
9  percent  in  Boston,  Mass,    Two  markets,  Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa  and  North  Texas 
reported  about  the  same  receipts  but  11  markets  reported  higher  receipts.  These 
ranged  from  1  percent  in  St,  Louis,  Oklahoma  City,  and  the  Central  West  Texas 
markets  to  5  percent  in  the  Greater  Kansas  City,  Wichita.,  Kans,  and  Nashville, 
Tenn,  markets.    Compared  with  November  1954,  28  of  the  30  markets  reported  higher 
receipts.    Increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  New  Orleans, 
La,  to  25  percent  in  South  Bend,  Ind,    Other  large  increases  were  23  percent  in 
the  Central  West  Texas  market,  15  percent  in  Boston,  Mass.,  13  percent  in  San 
Antonio,  Texas,  and  12  percent  in  Omaha-Lincoln-Oouncil  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa,  In 
both  the  St.  Louis,  Mo,  and  Nashville,  Tenn,  markets  reported  receipts  were  down 

3  percent  from  November  a  year  earlier.    Average  daily  receipts  from  producers 
in  the  entire  44-market  group,  for  which  previous  month  and  previous  year 
comparisons  are  available  for  the  entire  year  of  1954,  were  2,1  percent  below 
October  but  7,1  percent  above  November  1954,    The  average  milkfat  test  of  receipts 
during  November  for  40  of  these  44  markets  (all  Massachusetts  markets  except 

(Continued  on  page  21 ) 
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Table  11 .-Average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  November  1955,  October  1955,  and  November  1954  1/2/ 


Marketing  area 


Nov. 
1954 


Oct. 
1955 
3/ 


Nov. 
1955 


Nov.  1955 
of  Nov. 
1954  4/ 


1 


Nov.  1955  j  Jan. -Nov. 
of  Oct.    ;    1955  of 
1955  4/    !  1954  4/ 

-  Percent  - 


3  0  s  t  on ,  Has  s . 

Fall  River,  Mass. 

Merrimack  Valley, 
Mass.  5/ 

Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Port  Tfeyne,  Ind„ 

Detroit,  Mich. 

Quad  Cities, 
111. -Iowa 

Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Sioux  Palls- 
Mitchell,  S.  D. 

Cedar  Ran ids,  I ova 

Dubuque ,  I owa 

Sioux  City,  Io^a 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 
Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iova 

St.  Louis,  Mo, 

Kansas  City, 
Mo. -Kan s. 

Topeka,  Kans. 

Wichita,  Kans. 

Port  Smith,  Ark. 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Tulsa-Muskogee 1  j 

.  Okla. 

New  Orleans,  La. 
San  Antonio,  Texas  | 
Puget  Sound,  Wash.  , 

 i 


r58,l 
r  4.7 

r  4,8 
118,3 
rll.5 
r244.2 

r32.7 

r75.2 

6.5 
19,8 
4.0 
9,9 

44.0 
r76,4 

54.6 
5,9 
rl7.0 
7.6 
27.5 

25,4 
r36.3 
r32.4 
r91.7 


-  1.000  -pounds  - 

60.9  54.8 
5.0  4.9 


7.5 

132,4 
1432 
271.0 

37.5 
84.8 

8.3 
22.9 
6.4 
9.4 

47*8 
91*8 

56*1 
6.6 

16.2 
7.5 

26.3 

26.7 
41.6 
34.7 
89.9 


7.3 
124.2 
13.7 
260.8 

30.0 
79.3 

7.9 
23.9 
6.1 
9*4 

44.0 
86.1 

54,6 
6.4 

15.8 
6.9 

30.9 

26.3 
39.7 
34.4 
86.2 


94 
105 

152 
105 
119 
107 

92 
105 

121 
120 
151 
95 

100 
113 

100 
110 
93 
90 
112 

103 
109 
106 
94 


90 
98 

98 
94 
97 
96 

80 

93 

94 
104 
96 
99 

92 
94 

97 
98 
97 
92 
118 

99 
95 
99 
96 


103 
109 

104 
108 
121 
110 

108 

111 

138 
116 
161 
103 

110 
105 

99 
105 

95 
105 
105 

101 
111 
107 
99 


Total 


4/1,008.6  4/1,105.4    4/1,053.6    <  104.5 


95.3 


107.0 


1/  Includes  all  markets  having  data  with  insignificant  out-of-area  sales.' 

2/  Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part-skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

3/  Preliminary. 

4/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
5_/  Plain  skim  excluded, 
r  Revised. 
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Fall  Biver  excluded)  was  3,84  percent.    This  compares  with  3.83  percent  for 
both  October  of  this  year  and  November  a  year  earlier. 

The  number  of  regularly  approved  producers  in  the  30-market    sample  during 
November  was  less  than  1  percent  below  October  and  3,7  percent  below  November 
of  1954,    Seventeen  of  the  30  markets  reported  a  lower  number  of  producers  in 
October,    In  8  markets,  the  number  of  producers  was  about  the  same  as  the 
previous  month,  but  in  5  markets,  the  number  of  producers  was  higher  than 
October  this  year.    Compared  with  November  of  the  previous  year,  25  of  the  30 
markets  reported  a  lower  number  of  producers.    These  ranged  from  1  percent 
in  Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  Puget  Sound,  Wash,  to  8 
percent  in  St,  Louis,  Mo,    Five  markets  reported  a  larger  number  of  producers. 

For  the  entire  group  of  44  markets  for  which  comparable  data  are  available, 
the  number  of  producers  was  0,7  peroent  less  than  October  and  3,9  percent 
less  than  in  November  1954. 

Average  daily  receipts  per  producer  in  30  large  markets  during  November 
were  1,5  percent  less  than  October  but  11,3  percent  more  than  November  1954, 
Recei-pts  per  producer  were  lower  in  16  of  the  30  markets  in  October,    In  one 
market,  Quad  Cities,  receipts  per  producer  were  about  the  same  as  October 
but  in  13  markets  receipts  per  producer  were  higher.    Compared  with  November 
a  year  earlier,  receipts  were  higher  in  29  of  the  30  markets.    These  ranged 
from  5  percent  in  St,  Louis,  to  18  percent  in  Boston,  Mass*.  Minneapolis- 
St,  Paul,  Minn,  and  Omaha-Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa.    In  one  market, 
Nashville,  Tenn,,  average  daily  receipts  per  producer  were  2  percent  lower. 

For  the  entire  44-market  sample,  receipts  per  producer  were  1,3  percent 
less  than  October  but  11,6  percent  more  than  November  1954, 

Milk  production 

Milk  production  on  farms  during  December  was  estimated  at  9,0  billion 
pounds  —  2  percent  above  December  1954  and  12  percent  above  the  1944-53 
average  for  the  month,    Seasonally,  production  increased  3  percent  from  Novem- 
ber compared  with  an  average  gain  of  4  percent.    Weather  in  major  dairy  areas 
during  December  was  generally  cold  except  in  the  West,  while  on  the  Pacific 
Coast,  heavy  rains  caused  floods,  . 

The  sum  of  the  12  monthly  production  estimates  made  currently  in  1955  was 
124,5  billion  pounds,  1  percent  more  than  the  previous  record  high  of  123e5 
billion  pounds  in  1954.    This  total  f&r  1955  is  tentative,  pending  a  more 
detailed  analyses  of  numbers  of  milk  cows  and  production  per  cow  by  States, 
the  results  of  which  will  be  published  in  February, 

Production  of  milk  per  cow  in  crop  reporters'  herds  on  January  1  averaged 
17,40  pounds.    This  figure  was  5,6  percent  above  the  previous  record  high  for 
the  date  and  23  percent  above  average  for  January  1,    Seasonally,  output  per 
cow  increased  more  sharply  than  usual  from  December  1,    On  January  1  crop 
reporters  were  milking  a  record  high  69,1  percent  of  the  milk  cows  in  their 
herds,  about  2  percent  above  the  proportion  milked  a  year  earlier  and  5  percent 
above  the  average  for  that  date.    Per  capita  production  in  December  at  the 
rate  of  1,75  pounds  per  day  was  just  slightly  above  a  year  earlier  and  the  10- 
year  average  for  the  month. 
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Fluid  milk  prices  early  in  February  were  generally  steady,  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    Retail  prices  were 
reported  lower  ia  4  markets,  or  about  1  in  every  40  reporting.  Producer 
prices  were  down  in  7  markets,  or  about  1  in  every  25  reporting.  On 
the  other  hand,  producer  prices  were  higher  in  1  market  and  retail 
prices  were  reported  higher  in  2  markets.    However,  Class  I  prices  are 
not  currently  determined  in  a  number  of  markets. 


Retail  prices  per  single  quart  for  standard  grade  milk  delivered 
to  homes  in  25  major  cities  early  in  February  1956  averaged  23.5  cents 
per  quart,  the  same  as  January,  but  four- tenths  cent  per  quart  above 
February  1955.    Compared  with  the  1950-54  average  for  February,  the 
price  for  the  current  month  was  one  and  three-tenths  cents  per  quart 
higher.    Among  these  25  markets,  February  prices  were  one  cent  per  quart 
below  January  in  Hartford,  Conn.,  but  were  one  cent  per  quart  higher  in 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.    Compared  with  a  year  earlier,  February  prices 
varied  from  a  drop  of  one-half  cent  per  quart  in  Boston,  Mass.  and 
New  York,  N.  T.  to  an  increase  of  2  cents  per  quart  in  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
The  price  in  Portland,  Oreg.  was  one  and  one-half  centeper  quart  higher. 
The  home  delivered  price  was  one  cent  per  quart  above  February  1955  in 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  Seattle,  Wash., 
and  one-half  cent  per  quart  higher  in  Hartford,  Conn.,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
Detroit,  Mich.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Washington,  D.  C. 

(Continued  on  page  11 ) 
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Table  3. -Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
February  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3»5$  fat;  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Radios 

Markets 

February 

1955 

January 
1956 

February  1956 

Range 

Average 

Number 

Dollars 

Boilers 

Dollars 

Dollars 

17 

6.09 

0.99 

4.23-6.63 

5.94 

16 

5.92 

5.96 

4.03-6.24 

5.97 

25 

4.02 

4.32 

3.87-4.78 

4.30 

20 

4.14 

4.39 

3.50-4.84 

4.38 

26 

6.23 

6.19 

4.48-7.19 

6.17 

12 

5.06 

5.10 

4.00-5.95 

5.07 

15 

5.77 

5.80 

4.e0-6.53 

5.80 

13 

5.39 

5.58 

4.02-5.99 

5.57 

12 

4.86 

4.91 

4.39-5.90 

4.92 

156 

5.21 

5.32 

3.50-7.19 

5.31 

T7 In  sone  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  cream  are  the  same. 
7/    Includes  Class  I  prices,  base  of  basic  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 


Table  An -Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  25  cities,  February  195&,  with  comparisons  1/  2] 

(Cents  per  single  qumrt) 


Market 


1950-54 
Feb.  ev» 


Feb. 

Jan. 

1955 

1956 

Feb* 

1956 


Market 


1950-54 
Feb.  av. 


Feb. 

1955 


Jan. 
1956 


Feb. 

1956 


Boston,  Mass......... 

Hartford,  Conn  

New  York,  N.  Y.  

Philadelphia,  Pa*.... 

Pittsburgh,  Pa*.  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Indianapolis,  Ind. ... 

Chicago .  Ill  • 

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Minneapolis,  Minn*... 
Kansas  City,  Mo*..*.. 

Omaha,  Kebr.  

Baltimore,  Md  


23.0 

24^-25 

24-24J 

24-24| 
24j 

23.8 

24 

23.8 

26 

25i 

25g- 

22.5 

23£ 

24 

24 

23.0 

25 

25 

25 

20.0 

21 

22 

22 

21.4 

22 

22 

22 

23.6 

25j 

25-27J  25-27| 

a. 2 

22 

22£ 

22& 

19.2 

20 

20 

20 

20.0 

21 

23 

23 

21.0 

23 

23 

23 

20.6 

20 

21 

21 

22.9 

23§ 

24 

24 

Washington,  D«  C*.*. 
Jacksonville,  Ha*.* 

Louisville,  ry  • 

New  Orleans,  La  

Dallas,  Texas* ...... 

Denver,  Colo  • 

Salt  Lake  City, Utah. 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Ore ....... 

San  Francis oo, Calif . 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.. 


25  cities  average... 


23.0 

25 

25 

26.2 

27 

27 

27 

23.4 

23 

23 

23 

24.9 

2&k 

26j 

26§ 

23.5 

25 

25 

25 

22.4 

24 

24 

24 

20.6 

21 

21 

22 

20.4 

2l| 

Z3| 

22j 

21.5 

2lJ 

23 

23 

21.3 

ai 

21* 

2li 

21.3 

21£ 

2lJ 

2l| 

22.2 

23.1 

23.5 

23.5 

'Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due  to 
tiff* re nee*  in  determining  factors. 

ZJ   Prices  are  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  10th  of  the  month. 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  cottage  cheese  in  February  1952T 


Cities 


Pound 


To 


Cent« 


At  stores 


12-o>.  package 


To  homes     At  stores 


Other  packages 


Cents 


To  hones     At  stores 


Cent  8 


3/24 


Boston,  frfesR.  

Providence,  H.  I  

Hartford.  Conn.  ....... 

Buffalo,  N.  T.  ........ 

New  York  City  

Rochester,  H.  T.  «....« 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio   

Indianapolis,  Ind.  •••• 

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Vis  

Minneapolis,  Minn  

Des  Moines,  Iowa  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. . 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Omaha,  Sebr.   

Baltimore,  Md. 

Washington,  D.  C  

Richmond,  7a.   

Charlotte,  H.  C.  ...... 

Miami,  Fla.   •• 

Louisville,  Ky  

Nashville,  Term.  

Birmingham,  Ala   • 

New  Orleans,  La.  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  •• 

Dallas,  Tex.  •  • 

Cheyenne,  Wyo   • 

Denver,  Colo.  ••.*•«••• 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah... 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Or eg  

San  Francisco,  Calif.  . 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  ... 

1/  8-oi.  package. 

J57  14g-ox.  package. 

ZJ  Per  pound  for  5  or  mare. 


35 


31 
27 
35 
28 

25-27 


25 
26 


23 
28& 
34!" 


27 


28 
27 


28 
31 

29-32 
29-31 


Cents 

31 

28 
26 
27 

23-29 

25-27 
34 


3/24 
27 

26 


23 
27 
24 


23 

22-27 


23 
31 

29-32 


24 
32 
23 
22 
24 
24 

21-24 

23 
26 
27 
25 
25 
24 

22 

26 
23 
25 
22 


Cents 
18 


19-23 


26 

24 
26 
19 

20 
24 

20 
22 

22-23 
26 

25-29 

25 
24 

6/26-34 

22 
20 

27 


l/2C%  l/l5i 


.-  2/32 
4/51  |/51 


5/l20 
4/57 


5/115 
4/57-59 


1/13 
16 


1/I7i  l/l7£ 


4/  2-pound  package. 
5J.  5-pound  package. 
2J  Higher  price  in  glass* 


(Continued  from  page  l) 


The  dealers'  weighted  average  "buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3.5 
percent  milkfat  (f.o.b.  city  basis)  in  early  February  was  $5.31  per  hundred- 
weight.   This  average  price  is  now  computed  on  a  weighted  f.o.b.  city  basis 
as  compared  with  the  unweighted  f.o.b.  shipping  point  or  country  plant 
basis  previously  carried  in  this  report.  (See  the  discussion  and  revised 
series  beginning  on  page  24.)    The  February  1956  average  is  1  cent  per 
hundredweight  less  than  in  January,  but  10  cents  per  hundredweight  more 
than  in  February  a  year  earlier.    Prices  in  5  of  the  9  geographic  regions 
showed  decreases  from  January  ranging  from  1  cent  per  hundredweight  in  the 
West  North  Central  and  Mountain  regions  to  5  cents  per  hundredweight  in  New 
England.    In  the  Sast  North  Central  and  South  Atlantic  regions,  Class  I 


(Continued  on  page  15) 


Page  12         TABLE  7.  -  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  1  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  DECEMBER  1955 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 

IC31 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

Uvl    Ln  I, 

Blend 
price 

fat 
I  at 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

O.  D/0  ICOl 
ltd  Lwl, 

Minimum 
Class  I 

price  at 
3.  5"fo  test 

per  cwt. 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

*7  n 

5.06 

7.2 

4.92 

6.17 

3.7 

•  7.033 

7.2 

6.89 

6.98 

3.7 

6/  6.22 

7.2 

6.08 

6.69 

t.n 

O.  f 

77/  r  ?i 

D/  D.CJ. 

A  A7 

3.7 

1/  6.58 

7.2 

6.44 

6.69 

3.5 

4.21 

5.4 

4.21 

5.52 

4.0 

•  5.332 

5.0 

5.08 

5.59 

New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone  

Fall  River,  Citv  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. ,  City  plants. 
Springfield,  Mass. ,  City  plants ....... 

Worcester,  Mass.,  City  plants  


Middle  Atlantic: 
New  York,  201-210  mile  zone. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  


E.  North  Central: 
Akron,  Ohio, 


Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio.  

Dayton -Springfield  Grade  A..., 
Lima,  Ohio. ...... ........... 

Stark  County,  OhioJ./  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Foit  Wayne,  Ind,  

South  Bend,  Ind.  

Chicago  Gr.  A  55-70  mile  zone. 

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockford-Freeport,  111.  Gr.  A  . 

Detroit,  Mich.  

Muskegon,  Mich.  

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis.  


W.  North  Central: 

Duluth -Superior,  Minn.  -Wis...  , 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul ,  Minn.  

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la  , 

Dubuque,  la.  , 

Sioux  City,  la.  

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans.  , 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo..  , 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  , 

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark.  , 

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls -Mitchell,  S.  D  , 

Omaha -Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr. -Ia..  , 

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kansas  , 

Wichita,  Kans  


South  Atlantic: 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va...  , 

Tri-State;  Huntington  PL  ,  W.  Va  

Wheeling,  W.  Va.  


E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky.  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Tenn. ,  Va.  &  Ky. 

Knoxville,  Tenn,  

Memphis,  Tenn..  

Nashville,  Tenn.  

Central  Mississippi  •  


W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  

Central  Arkansas  2/  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone 


3.5 

4.53 

7.4 

4.53 

• 

3.5 

4.52 

7.6 

4.52 

• 

3.5 

,  4.43 

7.3 

4.43 

3.5 

4/  4.01 

7.7 

4.01 

3.5 

V  4.65 

6.9 

4.65 

3.5 

V  4.214 

7.5 

4.21 

• 

3*5 

4.65 

6.0 

4.65 

3.5 

•  4.682 

7.0 

4.68 

« 

3.5 

4.55 

6.6 

4.55 

3.5 

4.22 
3.69 

6.9 

4.22 

3.5 

6.9 

3.69 

3.5 

,  3.77 

7.5 

3.77 

3.5 

7/  3.99 

6.9 

3.99 

3.5 

6.5 

4.17 

3.5 

t/  4.17 

6.5 

4.17 

3.5 

*  4.18 

6.5 

4.18 

3.5 

•  3.899 

6.9 

3.90 

3.5 

4/  4.05 
r  3.751 

7.2 

4.05 

3.5 

7.1 

3.75 

3.5 

3.50 

6.9 

3.50 

3.5 

3.75 

6.92 

3.75 

3.5 

4.18 

7.0 

4.18 

3.8 

4.41 

6.2 

4.22 

4.0 

4.55 

6.9 

4.20 

3.5 

4.43 

6.6 

4.43 
4.05 

3.5 

4.05 

6.6 

3.5 

5.15 

7.0 

5.15 

3.5 

•  4.45 

9.0 

4.45 

3.5 

3.93 

7.0 

3.93 

3.8 

4.35 

7.0 

4.14 

3.8 

4.34 

6.2 

4.15 

3.8 

,  4.70 

6.9 

4.49 

3.8 

5/  4.639 

6.9 

4.43 

3/ 


2/ 


4.71 
4.82 
4.76 
4.19 
4.46 
4.42 
4.94 
4.62 
5.14 
4.42 
4.02 
4.22 
4.04 
4.45 
4.42 
4.40 
3.98 


4.28 
3.  96 
3.93 
4.12 
4.50 
4.52 
4.70 
4.51 
4.24 
5.31 
4.56 
4.33 
4.49 
4.52 
4.86 
4.87 


3*5 

5.21 

7.4 

5.21 

5.41 

3.5 

5.12 

6.9 

5.12 

5.18 

3.5 

4.97 

7.4 

4.97 

5.16 

3.8 

4/  4.41 

6.5 

4.22 

4.40 

3.5 

4.730 

6.5 

4.73 

4.76 

4.0 

• 

5.60 

6.9 

5.26 

5.26 

4.0 

5.07 

6.9 

4.72 

4.86 

4.0 

• 

4.97 

6.5 

4.64 

4.84 

4.0 

• 

4.81 

6.9 

4.46 

4.66 

4.0 

• 

5.56 

6.8 

5.22 

5.52 

4.0 

5.20 

6.9 

4.86 

5.10 

4.0 

5.04 

6.9 

4.70 

4.84 

4.0 

* 

5.557 

9.7 

5.07 

5.97 

TABLE  7.  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  1  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  DECEMBER  1955 
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Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


W.  South  Central:  (Continued) 

Shreveport,  La.  .  , 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  , 

Tulsa -Muskogee,  Okla..... 

Austin -Waco,  Tex.  

Central  West  Texas  

Corpus  Christi,  Tex.  

Norm  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Tex.  

Mountain 
Central  Arizona  2/  

Pacific: 

Puget  Sound,  Wash.  


Gross  blend 

£rice  at 
isic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3. 5°io  test 
per  cwt. 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°fo  test 
per  cwt. 


Pet. 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 


3.8 


Dollars 

•  5.729 
4.91 
4.96 

•  6.15 
5,77 

•  6.65 
5.60 
6.28 


6.01 


Cents 

6.9 
6.9 
6.9 
6.3 
6.9 
6.9 
6.0 
6.3 


9.8 


4.0  5/  4.670  7.1 


Dollars 

5.38 
4.56 
4.62 
5.84 
5.42 
6.30 
5.30 
5.96 


5.72 


4C  32 


Dollars 

5.46 
4.99 
4.96 
5.96 
5.82 
6.33 
5.57 
5.99 


5.92 


8/  4.90 


•   Individual-handler.   Weighted  average  price. 

1/  Plants  holding  Alliance,  Canton,  or  Massillon  permit. 

"2/  Order  effective  November  16  at  Central  Arizona;  November  15,  at  Central  Arkansas;  pricing  provisions  for  both 
markets  effective  December  1. 


3/  Class  I  (cream)  $4.  31. 
"?/  Fall  production  payments: 

Not  included  Included 
Columbus      S30      Dayton -Springfield    43. 40 
Louisville      460      Duluth-Superior  36.60 


5/ December  1955  weighted  average  prices: 


6/  Farms  located  in  nearby  zones. 
7/  Rockford  plants;  Freeport  plants:  Blend  $3. 73;  Class  I  $4.  00. 
][/  Negotiated:  $4. 79  at  Omaha -Line  oln-C.  B. ;  $4. 65  at  Sioux  City, 
charge)  at  Sioux  Falls -Mitchell;  $5. 12  at  Puget  Sound. 


Detroit 
Muskegon 
Puget  Sound 
Wichita 


Base 
$4.29 
4.35 
4.84 
4.95 


Excess 
$3.34 
3.25 
3.30 
3.12 


$4. 48  (100  for  bulk  tank  pickup;  50  service 


TABLE  8.  -NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS  1/ 


Net  blended  prices 
paid  for  3.  5% 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 

Month 

Dealers'  buying 
prices  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 

Dollars 

Dalian 

6.38 

December 

6. 62 

5.79 

December 

6.34 

4.85 

December 

6.06 

4.28 

December 

4.43 

4.72 

January 

5.59 

5.40 

January 

8.C2 

5.38 

January 

6.25 

5.18 

December 

5.29 

3/  4.94 

January 

5.81 

City 


Providence,  R.  L... 
Hartford-New  Haven- 
Bridgeport,  Conn.. 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.  , 

Evansviue,  Ind.  

Baltimore,  Md.  

Washington,  D.  C... 

Richmond,  Va.  

Charleston,  W.  Va. . 
Denver,  Colo.  


1/  Prices  usually  specified  as  fqllows: 

Class  I      -  Milk  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  II     -  Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  III  and/or  IV  -  Milk  used  in  manufacturing  dairy  products. 
A  base  and  surplus  plan  is  often  used  with  these  classifications. 
2/  F.  O.  B.  City  unless  indicated  otherwise. 
3/  Base  price;  surplus  price  $2. 625. 
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Tahle  9.-Fluid  milk  price  changes,  February  1956  1/ 


Markets  hy 

geographi  c 
divisions 

Dealers1  "buying  prices  f.o.b.l 

city.  Class  I  milk  (2.5$  fat) 

Retail  prices  per  single 
cruart  delivered  to  homes 

Feb. 

Jan. 
1956 

Feb. 

Feh. 

1QBB 

Jan. 

Fee. 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

NEW  ENGLAND: 

Bellows  Palls,  vt. 

4,75 

4.53 

22 

22 

21 

Burlington,  Vt.... 

4.75 

4.53 

22 

22 

21 

Hartford.  Conn. . 

5.88 

6.34 

5.90 

24 

2bk 

24^ 

New  Haven,  Conn... 

5.88 

6.34 

5.90 

24-| 

25i 

25j 

MI  DDLS  ATLANTIC: 

Binghamton,  N.  T. . 

4.26 

4.32 

2/4.03 

23 

23 

23 

W.  NORTH  CENTRAL: 

Burlington ,  la. . . . 

4  67 

4.28 

2/4.05 

20 

20 

20 

Tar  g  o-Moorhead , 

w  d 

3.69 

3.68 

3/3.50 

20 

20 

20 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 

Wilmington,  Del... 

5.32 

5.05 

2/4.85 

23^ 

23 

23 

Wheeling    V  7a 

4.53 

5.09 

4.48 

22 

23 

23 

MOUNTAIN: 

Salt  Lake  City, 

3/22 

5.04 

5.25 

5.25 

21 

21 

PACIFIC: 

4.81 

4.98 

2/5.30 

20 

22 

22 

1/  All  changes  effective  February  1,  unless  otherwise  noted. 
2/  Effective  date  not  reported. 
3/  Effective  dates! 


January  15  -  Fargo-Moorhead 
February  3  -  Salt  Lake  City 
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prices  averaged  2  cents  per  hundredweight  helow  January  andr  in-  the  JfesV 
South  Central  region,  were  3  cents  "below.    In  the  West  South  Central  region, 
dealers'  "buying  prices  were  about  the  same  in  February  as  in  January.  In 
two  regions,  the  Middle  Atlantic  and  the  Pacific,  dealers'  "buying  prices 
averaged  1  cent  per  hundredweight  higher  than  January. 

February  1956    dealers'  "buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  averaged  higher 
than  the  previous  February  in  7  of  the  9  regions  with  increases  ranging 
from  1  cent  per  hundredweight  in  the  East  South  Central  region  to  28  cents 
per  hundredweight  in  the  Bast  North  Central  region.    Other  large  increases 
i^ere  24  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  West  North  Central  region  and  18 
cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Mountain  States.    In  the  Middle  Atlantic, 
West  South  Central  and  Pacific  States,  increases  of  5  cents,  3  cents,  and  6 
cents  per  hundredweight,  respectively,  were  recorded.    Decreases  of  6  cents 
per  hundredweight  in  the  South  Atlantic  region  and  15  cents  per  hundred- 
weight in  New  England  were  reported. 

In  Bellows  Falls  and  Burlington,  Vt.,  retail  milk  prices  at  homes  and 
stores  decreased  1  cent  per  quart.    In  each  of  these  markets,  producer 
prices  are  not  currently  determined.    The  Class  I  price  was  down  44  cents 
per  hundredweight  in  "both  Hartford  and  New  Haven,  Conn.    In  Hartford,  re- 
tail prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower  than  in  January;  no  changes  were 
reported  in  retail  prices  for  New  Haven. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  States,  Bingham  ton,  N.  Y.  Class  I  prices  were 
reported  29  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  January,  "but  retail  prices 
remained  unchanged.    In  the  Bast  North  Central  region,  retail  prices  at 
stores  in  the  Cincinnati  market  declined  1^  cents  per  quart.    This  market 
also  instituted  a  discount  plan  for  retail  delivery  for  the  first  time 
early  in  February.    In  this  market,  producer  prices  are  not  currently 
determined. 

In  the  West  North  Central  region,  Burlington,  la.  prices  were  reported 
23  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  in  January  at  producer  levels,  "but 
were  unchanged  at  retail  levels.    In  the  Fargo-Moorhead,  N.  D.-Minn.  market, 
producer  prices  were  reported  18  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  in 
January.    However,  consumer  prices  remained  unchanged.    In  the  South  Atlantic 
States,  Class  I  prices  in  Wilmington,  Del.  were  20  cents  per  hundredweight 
lower  than  in  January.    Retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged.    Class  I 
prices  in  Wheeling,  W.  7a.  were  reported  61  cents  per  hundredweight  "below 
the  previous  month  "but  prices  at  homes  and  at  stores  were  reported  unchanged. 

In  the  Mountain  States,  the  producer  prices  were  reported  the  same  as 
January  in  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  "but  prices  at  homes  and  stores  were  1  cent 
per  quart  higher.    On  the  Pacific  Coast,  Spokane,  Wash,  reported  an  increase 
in  the  Class  I  price  of  32  cents  per  hundredweight.    No  change  was  reported 
in  the  home  delivery  price,  hut  stores  were  selling  milk  1  cent  per  quart 
higher  than  in  January. 

No  changes  were  reported  in  either  the  Bast  South  Central  or  the  West 
South  Central  regions. 
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Table  10. -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order  marketing 
areas  for  December  1955 »  with  comparisons  1/ 


Dec. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Dec.           as  1o  hi 

Jan. -Dec. 

Marketing  area 

1954 

1955 

1955 

Dec. 

Nov. 

1955  as 

1/ 

2J 

27 

1954 

1955 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

percent 

percent 

percent 

1,950 

2,020 

2,012 

103 

100 

104 

110 

113 

115 

105 

102 

103 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.. 

26? 

281 

277 

104 

99 

106 

Springfield,  Mass.  2/... 

413 

434 

428 

104 

99 

106 

282 

294 

295 

105 

100 

104 

New  York,  N.  Y.  £j.  

8,659 

8,894 

8,791 

102 

99 

103 

1,996 

2,023 

2,042 

102 

101 

101 

147 

153 

155 

105 

101 

108 

2,962 

3,211 

3,198 

108 

100 

107 

^uad  Cities,  111. -Iowa.. 

218 

209 

230 

106 

110 

106 

Minneapolis- 

1,086 

1,154 

1,139 

105 

99 

107 

Sioux  Falls- 

Mitchell,  S.  D  

64 

69 

72 

112 

104 

110 

120 

135 

130 

109 

96 

105 

52 

54 

53 

103 

98 

111 

81 

87 

91 

113 

105 

109 

Omaha-L i  nco 1 n-C  ounc  i 1 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa. . . • 

382 

408 

404 

106 

99 

108 

1,052 

1,117 

1.130 

107 

101 

107 

Kans.  City,  Mo.-Kans.  £/• 

723 

745 

751 

104 

101 

104 

88 

94 

94 

107 

101 

108 

235 

240 

241 

i  rvx 

i  r>i 
JLU1 

109 

ITn-rf    Qm1              A  fir      "7  / 

•71 

00 

93 

94 

JLl<c 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  £/. 

306 

321 

318 

104 

99 

105 

Tulsa- Muskogee,  Okla. . • • 

281 

326 

311 

111 

96 

109 

New  Orleans,  La.  2J  

481 

510 

510 

106 

100 

104 

357 

355 

360 

101 

101 

103 

Puget  Sound,  Wash.  £/••• 

1,145 

1,158 

1,172 

102 

101 

105 

23,526 

24,475 

24,387 

103.7 

99.6 

104.3 

1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which 
reported  d?ta  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out  of  area  sales. 
gj  Preliminary. 
2/  H*vised. 

Uj    Computed  from  unro"unded  figures. 
$J    Includes  3kim  items  and  mixtures. 

6/    Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  the  marketing  areas  as  whole  milk. 
2j    Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  daily  "by  producer -handlers  as 
follows: 

1.000  pounds 

Kansas  City  23-24  Oklahoma  City  8 

Topeka  7  New  Orleans  6 

Wichita  8  Puget  Sound  33 

Fort  Smith  5 

Compiled  by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from 
reports  of  Market  Administrators. 


Page  17 


SALES  OP  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  DECEMBER  1955,  WITH  COMPARISONS 


December  whole  milk  sale a  higher  than  a  year  earlier 

Average  dally  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  26  Federal  Order 
markets  during  December  1955  were  3.7  percent  higher  than  December 
a  year  earlier,  "but  were  0,4  percent  lower  than  November  1955,  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    Twenty-five  of  the 
26  markets  reported  increases  in  whole  milk  sales  from  December 

1954  ranging  from  1  percent  in  San  Antonio,  Tex.  to  13  percent  in 
Sioux  City,  Iowa.    In  Fort  Smith,  Ark.,  sales  were  7  percent  be- 
low December  1954.    Compared  with  November,  December  1955  daily 
sales  in  12  markets  were  higher,  in  4  markets  about  the  same,  but 
in  10  markets  lower. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area,  average  daily 
sales  during  December  were  2  percent  higher  than  in  December  1954, 
but  were  1  percent  lower  than  in  November.    In  the  remaining  25 
markets,  sales  during  December  were  4.9  percent  above  December  1954 
and  about  the  same  as  November  1955.    The  average  milkfat  test  of 
whole  milk  sales  during  December  in  20  of  the  26  markets,  (the  Mass. 
markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  was  3.59  percent  as  compared 
with  3.60  percent  in  December  of  1954  and  3.59  percent  in  November 
1955. 

December  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  substantially  above 
previous  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  In  milk  and  cream  mixtures 
(commonly  known  as  half-and-half)  in  20  Federal  Order  markets  dur- 
ing December  were  9.0  percent  above  December  the  previous  year  and 

32.0  percent  above  November  1955.    Compared  with  December  1954, 
sales  were  higher  in  17  of  the  20  markets.    Sales  were  lower  in  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Ft.  Smith,  Ark.,  San  Antonio,  Tex.    Compared  with  the 
previous  month,  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  were  higher  in 
all  20  markets.    Substantial  increases  occurred  in  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  and  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla. 
The  average  milkfat  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold  during 
December  in  the  20  markets  was  11.3  percent.    This  compares  with 

11.1  percent  in  December  1954  and  11.4  percent  in  November  1955. 

December  fluid  cream  sales  slightly  below  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  during  December 

1955  in  21  Federal  Order  markets  were  fractionally  below  December 
1954  but  2.7  percent  above  November  1955.    Sales  were  lower  than 
in  the  same  month  the  previous  year  in  13  of  the  21  markets.  De- 
creases ranged  from  1  percent  in  the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn. 


(Continued  on  page  19) 
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market  to  28  percent  in  the  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D.  market. 
Sales  were  above  December  1954  in  8  markets  with  increases  ranging 
from  2  percent  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  to 
13  percent  in  Pall  River,  Mass.    Compared  with  November  1955,  daily 
sales  were  higher  in  13  of  the  20  markets.    Increases  ranged  from 
1  percent  in  St.  Louis,  Mo.  to  39  percent  in  Port  Smith,  Ark.  Sales 
were  about  the  same  as  in  November  in  the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  Sioux  Palls-Mitchell,  S.  D. ,  Wichita,  Kans.,  and  Paget  Sound, 
Wash,  markets.    Sales  were  lower  in  Cedar  Eapids,  la.,  Sioux  City, 
la.,  Omaha-Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia.  and  Topeka,  Kans.  The 
average  milkfat  test  of  fluid  cream  sold  during  December  1955  was 
23.1  percent  as  compared  with  22.9  percent  in  December  1954  and 
23.3  percent  in  November  1955. 

December  skim  milk  sales  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  December  1955 
in  23  Federal  Order  markets  (Springfield  and  Worcester,  Mass.  and 
New  York  City  excluded)  were  5.6  percent  higher  than  in  December 
a  year  earlier,  but  were  5.0  percent  lower  than  in  November  1955. 
Fifteen  of  the  23  markets  reported  December  sales  over  a  year 
earlier.    Increases  ranged  from  4  percent  in  the  Omaha-Lincoln- 
Council  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia.  market  to  18  percent  in  Cedar  Rapids,  la. 
Sales  of  skim  milk  products  were  about  the  same  in  Pall  River, 
Mas 8.  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.    In  6  markets,  December  1955  sales 
dropped  below  a  year  earlier.    Compared  with  November,  daily  sales 
were  lower  in  21  of  the  23  markets.    In  the  Puget  Sound,  Wash, 
market,  December  1955  sales  were  about  the  same  as  in  November,  but 
in  Quad  Cities,  111. -Ia. ,  sales  were  16  percent  above.    The  average 
milkfat  test  of  fluid  skim  milk  items  sold  in  20  of  the  23  markets 
(the  remaining  Mass.  markets  excluded)  were  1.41  percent  as  compared 
with  1.27  percent  in  December  the  previous  year  and  1.46  percent  in 
November  1955. 

December  dally  receipts  above  year  earlier 

Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  30  large 
Federal  Order  markets  during  December  1955  were  6.5  percent  above 
December  the  previous  year  and  4.3  percent  above  the  November  1955 
average.    Receipts  during  December  were  above  a  year  earlier  in  all 
markets  except  St.  Louis,  Mo.  and  Nashville,  Tenn.  where  they  were 
down  2  and  3  percent,  respectively,  and  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  and 
New  Orleans,  La.  where  they  were  unchanged.    Among  the  other  26 
markets,  increases  above  a  year  ago  ranged  from  1  percent  in 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  24  percent  in  South  Bend, 
Ind.    Compared  with  the  previous  month,  December  1955  daily  average 
receipts  were  up  seasonally  in  27  of  the  30  large  markets.  Markets 
with  lower  receipts  In  December  Included  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.  1 
percent,  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  3  percent,  and  Wichita,  Kans.  6 


(Continued  on  page  2l) 
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Table  12. -Average  dail/  Bales  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal  Order 


marketing  areas  for  December  1955,  with  comparisons  1/  gj 


Dec. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Dec.  1955  as  $  hi 

Jan. -Dec. 

Marketing  area 

195-4- 

1955 

1955 

Dec. 

NOV. 

1955  as 

_  „-»/_.  

2d 

1J 

1954 

1955 

$>  1954  5/ 

1  ooo 

1  000 

1  000 

UVJU.I1U.D 

LfU  UU1LLO 

tiaii  n^fl 

(Jvy  UIIUD 

percent 

percent 

per  cen  i» 

(J  /"\       T*  A                  Lf      n  M 

3-4-.  X 

Hit  ft 

o 

X 

96 

95 

IXjc. 

Ij*  — -  n  "!      13  4                        w M  — 

Ji  Q 

100 

88 

1  Aft 

xuo 

MemmacK  vaxxey, 

lUf  a**  M  M              r\  / 

(•  J  < 

117 

69 

1  r\C 
105 

XUO.  $ 

1 1  A  ft 
XXO.  0 

108 

94 

1  f\Q 

IOO 

11-3 

13.7 

"11  A 

12.9 

115 

9^ 

121 

T|0  4. —  .J  f        W4  _Vi 

o*ai  it 

O/i  "J  a 

107 

95 

110 

m,uaa.  oi  xies,  i±i .  —  iowa.  • 

"SO  1 

ItA  A 

1C  A 

35*0 

109 

116 

T  AQ 

xOo 

fix  nil  68.  pOX  18** 

Potil  U4nn 

•71  •*> 
(*■•( 

7y»3 

106 

95 

1  1  A 

1x0 

■Sioux  .cans— 

VH  f Viol  1      C!  r» 

9  O 

f*y 

83 

68 

133 

r, Pj (~1  Q T1    Pa~n^  He  T/MrfQ 

18  6 

?1  Q 
*«x  .  y 

118 

92 

XXO 

1  Q 

6  1 

O.  X 

Z  7 

146 

93 

X  ou 

Sioux  CI  tv  Toum 

q  h 
y  •  *+ 

8  9 

°»y 

9^ 

95 

i  n? 

OnifiVin-.Tiinfnl  n«.noTHiAl 1 

"Rluf'fa     Wehr  —  T  nun 

Ill  7 

it?  6 

104 

99 

i  no 
xuy 

St.  Loui 8    Mo ........... 

72.7 

86.1 

82. 

113 

96 

1  n<. 

ftQiioaP     W  X  ujr  y     l  l\J  •     *fc CI  I  i  O  »  •  • 

J.  .-r 

54.6 

100 

95 

QO 

yy 

TonpJr©,     jrona                      _  „ 

j  • u 

6. it 

6.T 

113 

98 

105 

1 5. 8 

1-1.8 

I*?  0 

A  a** 

95 

95 

Q5 

y^? 

For  t  Smi th    Ark. ........ 

6.9 

6.9 

6.5 

93 

9^ 

104 

24.7 

30.9 

25.8 

105 

83 

105 

Tulsa- Muskogee,  Okla.... 

23.3 

26.3 

24.6 

106 

94 

101 

33.-+ 

39.7 

36.6 

110 

92 

111 

28.3 

3-*.-* 

31.5 

111 

92 

107 

88.0 

86.2 

85.9 

98 

100 

99 

9^7.6    1,053.6  1,000.4 

105.6 

95.0 

106.9 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which 
reported  data  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out  of  area  sales. 

2/    Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part-skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

2/  Preliminary. 

kj  Revised. 

5_/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
6/    Plain  skim  excluded. 

Complied  by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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percent.    Among  the  27  markets  with  larger  average  daily  receipts 
in  December,  Increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
Tri-State  area  (Xy.,  Ohio,  W.  Va.),  Louisville,  Ky.,  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  and  Puget  Sound,  Wash,  to  9  percent  in  Chicago,  111.  Average 
daily  receipts  from  producers  in  the  entire  44  market-group  for  which 
previous  month  and  previous  year  comparisons  are  available  for  the 
entire  year  of  1954  were  6.6  percent  above  December  1954  and  4.3 
percent  above  November  1955,    The  average  milkfat  test  of  receipts 
during  December  1955  at  40  markets  was  3.83  percent  as  compared  with 
3.80  percent  in  December  1954  and  3.84  percent  in  the  previous  month. 

The  number  of  regularly  approved  producers  in  the  30-market 
sample  in  December  1955  was  down  4.0  percent  from  the  previous  year 
and  1.0  percent  from  the  previous  month.    Of  the  30  markets,  only 
South  Bend,  Ind.,  North  Texas,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  and  Central  West 
Texas  showed  more  producers  on  the  market  than  in  December  1954. 
Among  the  26  markets  with  fewer  producers  in  December  1955,  the 
number  was  down  as  much  as  8  percent  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.  market. 
Compared  with  November,  the  number  of  producers  was  down  in  19 
markets  with  1  and  2  percent  decreases  in  all  markets  except 
Minneapolis- St .  Paul,  Minn,  where  the  number  of  producers  dropped 
7  percent.    In  9  markets,  the  number  of  producers  was  practically 
unchanged  from  the  previous  month,  but  in  2  markets,  Toledo,  Ohio 
and  Quad-Cities,  111 .-la.  producer  numbers  were  up  1  percent.  For 
the  entire  group  of  44  markets,  the  number  of  producers  in  December 
1955  was  down  4.2  percent  from  a  year  earlier  and  0.9  percent  from 
November  1955. 

Average  daily  receipts  per  producer  in  the  30  larger  markets 
during  December  1955  were  up  11.2  percent  from  the  same  month  in 

1954  and  5.6  percent  from  November.    Receipts  per  producer  in 
December  were  above  a  year  earlier  in  all  markets  excepting  Nash- 
ville, Tenn.  which  showed  a  1  percent  decline.    In  the  other  markets, 
increases  ranged  as  high  as  19  percent  in  Boston,  Mass.  Compared 
with  November,  December  daily  receipts  per  producer  were  higher  in 
27  markets  and  equal  in  1  market.    Receipts  per  producer  were  down 
in  2  markets,  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  and  Wichita,  Kans.    For  the 
entire  44-market  group,  daily  receipts  per  producer  were  11.3 
percent  above  December  1954  and  5.3  percent  above  November  1955. 

January  1955  milk  production  higher  than  a  year  earlier 

Production  of  milk  on  farms  in  the  United  States  during  January 

1955  was  estimated  at  9.6  billion  pounds  —  5  percent  above  January 
of  last  year  and  about  15  percent  higher  than  the  1945-54  January 
average.    Temperatures  during  January  were  cold  over  much  of  the 
East,  but  above  normal  in  the  West.    The  heavy  milk  flow  was  aided 
by  record  high  rate  of  grain  and  concentrate  feeding. 

Milk  production  per  cow  in  crop  reporters'  herds  on  February 
1  averaged  18.09  pounds,  6  percent  above  last  year  the  previous 
record  high  and  extending  the  record  high  first-of-the-month  figures 
to  almost  one  and  one-half  years.    Per  capita  milk  production  in 
January  averaged  1.86  pounds  compared  with  the  January  10-year 
average  of  1.81  pounds. 
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ANNUAL  SUMMARY  1955 


Conversion  of  the  Average  Milk  Dealers'  Buying  Price  for  Class  I 
Milk  to  a  Weighted  f.o.b.  City  Basis 


Beginning  with  this  issue,  the  average  milk  dealers*  "buying  price  for 
Class  I  milk  will  he  quoted  on  an  f.o.b.  city  "basis  weighted  "by  market  area 
populations*    Prior  to  this  change,  the  average  price  has  been  a  straight 
average  of  calculated  country  point  prices  as  reported  from  the  markets 
each  month.    The  new  series  will  he  carried  each  month  in  table  3  of  this 
report.    The  series  has  been  revised  for  the  period  since  1935  and  is  shown 
by  months  and  by  geographic  regions  in  tables  14,  15,  16  of  this  annual  summary 
issue.    The  new  average  will  reflect  changes  in  prices  of  Class  I  milk  in 
about  150  markets  in  all  geographic  regions  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  change  from  country  point  to  f.o.b.  city  basis,  the  new  series 
reflects  changes  in  milk  marketing  practices  which  have  occurred  since  this 
series  was  initiated.    At  the  present  time,  with  the  exception  of  a  small 
number  of  very  large  cities,  milk  is  trucked  directly  from  the  farm  to  city 
bottling  plants.    For  some  time,  prices  for  milk  to  producers  have  been  quoted 
on  an  f.o.b.  city  basis  for  most  urban  milk  markets  in  the  United  States. 
Discussions  of  fluid  milk  prices  at  producer  levels  in  public  hearings,  in 
bargaining  sessions  between  milk  producers  cooperatives  and  milk  dealers,  is 
usually  cast  in  f.o.b.  city  terms.    This  change  in  the  location  of  the 
delivery  point  to  which  the  quoted  prices  have  applied  has  been  reflected 
in  Class  I  prices  reported  to  the  Department  cf  Agriculture.    Tor  several 
years  past,  the  milk  dealers'  average  buying  price  has  represented  a  combina- 
tion of  country  receiving  station  prices  at  some  central  point  and  f.o.b. 
city  plant  prices.    Because  of  the  increasing  difficulty  of  obtaining  re- 
spective country  point  prices,  it  was  concluded  that  the  series  should  be 
converted  to  an  f.o.b.  city  basis.    The  adjustment  of  this  series  from 
country  point  to  city  point  basis  is  smaller  than  would  be  the  case  if  all 
the  markets  in  the  series  were  on  a  country  point  basis. 

The  revised  series  includes  actual  prices  on  an  f.o.b.  city  basis  for 
all  of  the  156  markets  except  New  York  City,  Chicago  and  New  Orleans.  The 
commonly  quoted  prices  in  the  Chicago  and  New  Orleans  markets  are  on  a  55-70 
mile  zone  and  a  61-70  mile  zone  basis,  respectively,    for  New  York  City,  an 
f.o.b.  city  price  has  been  clculated  by  an  adjustment  of  the  basic  country 
point  price  through  information  supplied  by  the  trade. 

In  the  weighting  process  the  principal  problem  has  been  to  determine  a 
weight  for  each  market  in  the  absence  of  data  indicating  the  pounds  of  Class 
I  milk  purchased  from  producers.    This  information  is  lacking  in  more  than 
half  of  the  150  markets  represented  in  the  series.    Estimated  populations  of 
the  150  marketing  areas  have  been  used  as  a  substitute  for  Class  I  sales 
figures.    This  method  has  the  disadvantage  of  failing  to  reflect  differences 
in  per  capita  milk  consumption  among  markets,  but  the  improvement  in  the 
series  achieved  through  the  weighting  process  is  substantial.    As  a  practical 
matter,  it  is  not  possible  to  obtain  current  data  on  the  level  of  per  capita 
milk  consumption  in  most  of  these  markets. 

In  the  population  estimating  process,  populations  of  the  marketing 
areas  aggregated  by  minor  civil  divisions  as  shown  in  the  censuses  of  1930, 
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1940,  and  1950  have  "been  used.    Simple  linear  interpolation  was  used  for 
estimating  population  for  the  intercensal  years  from  1930  to  1940  and  from 
1940  to  1950  and  extrapolation  for  the  years  1951  to  the  present  have  "been 
used  as  a  measure  of  the  growth  of  the  marketing  areas.    The  same  method  will 
he  used  up  to  and  following  the  1960  census  in  subsequent  years  in  establish- 
ing weights.    The  "urbanised  area"  definition  estahlished  hy  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census  -  a  densely  populated  area  having  unified  marketing  characteristics  - 
served  the  purposes  of  defining  the  milk  marketing  areas  for  population  esti- 
mation. 

The  weighted  average  price  series  shows  about  the  same  "behavior  as  the 
unweighted  series  at  a  higher  level  with  certain  exceptions  caused  hy  the 
simultaneous  increase  or  decrease  in  Class  I  prices  in  the  very  large  markets. 
The  great  weight  of  the  very  large  markets  causes  the  weighted  average  price 
to  fluctuate  over  a  wider  range  than  that  shown  hy  the  unweighted  series. 

Table  lU. -Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  months,  1935-55  1/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3>5#  fat;  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

|  July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

|oct. 

Nov. 

Pec. 

Av. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 

2.50 
2.U7 
2.79 
2.72 
2.52 

2.53 
2.U9 
2.78 
2.66 
2.51 

2.55 
2.U5 
2.79 
2.6U 
2.U8 

2.5U 

2.UU 
2.58 
2.60 
2.27 

2.53 
2.U2 

2.5U 
2.51 
2.26 

2.51 
2.U2 
2.U9 
2.U9 
2.25 

2.U8 
2.U9 
2.60 
2.U9 
2.35 

2.U6 
2.56 
2.6U 
2.U8 
2.U2 

2.U2 
2.62 
2.70 
2.52 
2.53 

2.U2 
2.73 
2.70 

2.53 
2.59 

2.U6 
2.76 
2.7U 

2.53 
2.61 

2.U6 
2.77 
2.77 
2.53 
2.62 

2.U9 
2.55 
2.68 
2.56 
2.U5 

19U0 
19U1 
19U2 
19U3 
19U* 

2.6U 
2.6U 
3.18 
3.U8 
3.70 

2.65 
2.61 
3.19 
3.55 
3.71 

2.61* 
2.62 
3.16 
3.5U 
3.70 

2.61 
2.61 
3.15 
3.60 
3.69 

2.50 
2.58 
3.12 
3.62 
3.68 

2.U8 
2.6U 
3.10 
3.62 
3.68 

2.50 
2.73 
3.17 
3.63 
3.70 

2.51 
2.8U 
3.20 
3.65 
3.70 

2.52 
2.9U 
3.28 
3.65 
3.71 

2.5U 
3.05 
3.31 
3.66 
3.71 

2.59 
3.12 
3.U0 
3.70 
3.71 

2.63 
3.15 
3.U3 
3.71 
3.71 

2.57 
2.79 
3.22 
3.62 
3.70 

19U5 
19U6 

19U7 
19U8 
19U9 

3.71 
3.72 
5.29 
5.UU 
5.U7 

3.71 
3.73 
5.05 
5.UU 
5.36 

3.71 
3.73 
U.95 
5.145 
5.25 

3.70 
3.7U 
U.8U 
5.U3 
U.93 

3.70 
3.75 
U.58 
5.30 
U.86 

3.70 
3.98 

W57 
5.U0 

U.85 

3.70 
U.68 
U.78 
5.5U 
U.95 

3.71 
U.35 
U.97 
5.72 
5.02 

3.71 
5.0U 
5.05 
5.75 
5.0U 

3.71 
5.23 
5.26 
5.71 
5.08 

3.72 
5.35 
5.33 
5.67 
5.08 

3.72 
5.37 
5.38 
5.65 
5.06 

3.71 
U.U3 
5.00 
5.5U 
5.08 

1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 
195U 

U.91 
5.37 
5.80 
5.76 
5.37 

U. 89 
5.U5 
5.85 
5.65 
5.26 

U.83 
5.U6 
5.79 
5.5U 

5.20 

U.62 
5.38 
5.60 
5.27 
U.96 

U.53 
5.27 
5.U7 
5.12 
U.79 

U.U9 
5.2U 

5.UU 
5.10 
U.78 

U.66 
5.39 
5.62 
5.26 
U.99 

U.80 
5.50 
5.7U 
5.36 
5.10 

U.96 
5.56 
5.89 
5.U8 
5.25 

5.17 
5.67 
5.99 
5.55 
5.35 

5.2U 
5.77 
6.03 
5.60 
5.38 

5.25 
5.80 

5.93 
5.51 
5.32 

U.86 
5.U9 
5.76 

5.U3 
5.15 

1955 

5.25 

5.21 

5.15 

5.01 

U.92 

U.93 

5.06 

5.19 

5.32 

5.^2 

5.^2 

5.39 

5.19 

1/  In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  cream  are  the  same. 
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Table  15. -Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard  grade 
milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  months,  by  regions,  1955  1/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  fat;  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Peo. 

Ay. 

Pol. 

Bgl  ■ 

Pol. 

Pol  > 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

N.  E* ♦  • 

V 

6.09 

6.09 

5.70 

5.38 

5.16 

5.31 

5.55 

5.75 

6.22 

6.62 

6.62 

6.62 

5.91 

m •  A.  •  • 

G 

5.V& 

5  »  71 

5.39 

5*38 

c  era 
5  •DO 

5»7o 

5.94 

6.11 

6.04 

6.05 

5.81 

So  4  n  •  C « •  a 

4.0? 

3-02 

3.83 

3. on 

•J  •  TV 

J  •  74 

•t  •  Vs. 

■t  •  Cw 

4.35 

4.41 

4.42 

4.32 

4.13 

W.lf  .C.  • 

4.21 

4.14 

4.12 

3.91 

3.90 

3.88 

4.17 

4.28 

4.43 

4.48 

4.50 

4.41 

4.20 

S»  A*  •  . 

G 

6.23 

6.23 

6.23 

6.09 

6.08 

6.08 

6.07 

6.08 

6.14 

6.20 

6.20 

6.20 

6.15 

E«S«C*  • 

'3 

5.13 

5.06 

4.97 

4.91 

4.90 

4.88 

4.92 

4.96 

5.11 

5.17 

5.16 

5.05 

5.02 

w.s.c.  • 

C 

5.75 

5.77 

5.62 

5.55 

5.49 

5.46 

5.62 

5.62 

5.71 

5.73 

5.81 

5.78 

5.66 

Mount*  « 

• 

5.41 

5.39 

5.39 

5.48 

5.51 

5«53 

5.53 

5.51 

5.51 

5.51 

5.51 

5.58 

5.49 

A  .87 

Jk  Gift 

4.85 

4.86 

4.86 

4.86 

4.86 

4.86 

4.86 

4.88 

4.90 

4. 92 

4.87 

U.S.*55» 

5  25 

5  2] 

5.15 

3.61 

4.92 

4.93 

5.06 

5\3 

5.32 

3.42 

5.42 

5.39 

5.1| 

U.S. '54, 

5.37 

i  as 

5.20 

4.96 

4.79 

4.99 

5.25 

5.35 

5  c  36 

5.32 

5.15 

U.S.  At. 

5-yea.r 

• 

5.46 

5.44 

5.37 

5.16 

5.05 

5.02 

5.18 

5.28 

5.39 

5.49 

5.54 

5.51 

5.32 

U.S.  Av. 

10-year 

• 

4.92 

4.88 

4.84 

4.72 

4.63 

4.64 

4.83 

4.94 

5.02 

5.11 

5.15 

5.14 

4.90 

if  In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  ore  am  are  the  same. 


Table  16. -Dealers1  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard  grade 
milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions,  1935-55  1/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3*5^  fat;  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Tear 

England 

Atlas  tio 

'  E.  NV 
Central 

W.  N> 
Central 

souxn 

,  S3  a  ! 

X.  s. 
Central 

w.  s. 

Central 

Mountain 

Paoifio 

u.  S. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pol. 

1935 .  • 
1936.. 
1937 . . 

1938 .  • 

1939 .  • 

3.11 
3.02 
3.04 
3.19 
3.19 

2.86 
2.95 
2.94 
2.82 
2.72 

2.25 
2.29 
2.46 
2.21 
2.01 

2.00 
2.09 
2.33 
2.18 
2.02 

2.57 
2.63 
2.97 
2.97 
2.95 

2.17 
2.35 
2.55 
2.37 
2.26 

2.12 
2.14 
2.24 
2.23 
2.21 

1.95 
2.01 
2.16 
2.09 
2.01 

2.01 
2.13 
2.41 
2.28 
2.20 

2.49 
2.55 
2.68 
2.56 
2.45 

1940.. 
1941.. 

1942.  » 

1943 .  . 

1944.  . 

3.20 
3.33 
3.78 
3.95 
4.01 

3.01 
3.16 
3.57 
3.91 
4.02 

2.09 
2.44 
2.84 
3.29 
3.37 

2.07 
2.28 
2.71 
3.22 
3.29 

2.95 
3.15 
3.49 
3.90 
4.02 

2.42 
2.67 
3.11 
3.61 
3.67 

2.21 
2.38 
2.91 
3.47 
3.52 

1.93 
2.05 
2.44 
2.90 
3.10 

2.19 
2.53 
3.13 
3.52 
3.56 

2.57 
2.79 
3.22 
3.62 
3.70 

1945.. 
1946 •• 

1947.  • 

1948.  * 
1949.. 

4.02 
4.82 
5.53 
6.25 
5.96 

4.04 
4.80 
5.43 
6.05 
5.72 

3.38 
4.06 
4.39 
4.99 
4.08 

3.27 
4.07 
4.37 
4.94 
4.12 

4.04 
4.77 

5.63 
6.06 
5.93 

3.69 
4.38 
5.13 
5.61 
5.03 

3.52 
4.18 
5-12 
5.66 
5.53 

3.12 
3.81 
4.68 
4.95 
5.02 

3.56 
4.20 
4.75 
5.05 
4.79 

3.71 
4.43 
5.00 
5.54 
5.08 

1950.. 
1951.. 
1952.. 
1953.* 
1954.. 

5.58 
6.05 
6.18 
5.72 
5.69 

5.45 
6.07 
6.10 
5*90 
5.77 

3.95 
4.70 
5.02 
4.47 
4.07 

4.04 
4.67 
5.14 
4.63 
4.21 

5.82 
6.24 
6.39 
6.40 
6.23 

4.89 
5.51 
5.86 
5.37 
4.99 

5.27 
5.99 
6.50 
6.00 
5.51 

4.99 
5.35 
5.83 
5.76 
5.54 

4.43 
5.07 
5.66 
5.44 
4.91 

4.86 
5.49 
5.76 
5.43 
5.15 

1955. . 

5.93 

5.81 

4.13 

4.20 

6.15 

5.02 

5.66 

5.49 

4.87 

5.19 

1/  In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  ore  am  are  the  same. 
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1955  Class  I  average  prices  slightly  above  1954 

The  dealers'  weighted  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  in  about 
150  markets  on  an  f  .o.b.  city  basis  in  1955  averaged  $5.19  per  hundred- 
weight, 4  cents  above  the  1954  average.    This  was  the  fifth  highest 
average  in  the  21  years  of  record  —  57  cents  per  hundredweight  under  the 
record  high  set  in  1952.    Class  I  buying  prices  in  1955  were  13  cents 
per  hundredweight  below  the  5-year  (1949-53)  average  but  £9  cents  per 
hundredweight  above  the  10-year  (1944-53)  average.    In  1955,  prices 
started  out  below  the  1954  level  with  January,  12  cents  per  hundred- 
weight below  the  same  month  in  1954,  and  continued  below  a  year  earlier 
through  March.    However,  in  April  the  average  was  5  cents  per  hundred- 
weight higher  than  the  previous  year.    Prices  stayed  above  the  1954  level 
from  April  through  the  rest  of  the  year  with  a  maximum  spread  of  15 
cents  per  hundredweight  in  June  1955. 

Prices  for  Class  I  milk  in  1955  were  higher  than  1954  in  5  of  the 
9  geographic  regions.    These  increases  were  3  cents  per  hundredweight 
in  the  East  South  Central  region,  4  cents  in  the  Middle  Atlantic,  6 
cents  in  the  East  North  Central,  15  cents  in  the  West  South  Central 
region  and  24  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  New  England  area,  Hegions 
with  lower  average  prices  in  1955  than  in  1954  included  the  South  Atlantic, 
8  cents;  Mountain,  5  cents;  Pacific,  4  cents;  and  West  North  Central,  1 
cent. 

Seasonally,  Class  I  buying  prices  in  1955  showed  the  least  variation 
between  the  high  and  low  months  for  any  year  since  1948.    Class  I  prices  in 
1955  varied  within  a  range  of  50  cents  per  hundredweight  throughout  1955 
as  compared  to  66  cents  in  1953  and  60  cents  in  1954.    Regionally,  season- 
al price  variations  were  substantial  as  differences  between  high  and  low 
monthly  prices  ranged  from  $1.46  tier  hundredweight  in  New  England  down 
to  7  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Pacific.    Other  regions  with  sizeable 
differences  were;  Middle  Atlantic,    73  cents;  West  North  Central,  62  cents; East 
North  Central,  59  cents  and  West  South  Central  35  cents.    Variations  in 
other  regions  were?  29,  19,  and  16  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  East 
South  Central,  Mountain,  and  South  Atlantic  regions,  respectively.  For 
data,  on  regional  Class  I  prices,  see  table  15. 

1955  home  delivered  prices  slightly  higher  in  25  cities 

The  average  price  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes  in  25 
cities  during  1955, was  23.1  cents  per  quart  —  0,3  cent  above  1954,  equal- 
ing the  1953  average  but  0.1  cent  per  quart  below  the  quarter  century 
record  high  of  23.2  cents  set  in  1952.    By  months,  the  25-market  average 
showed  the  usual  seasonal  pattern,  declining  gradually  from  January  through 
May  when  it  was  0.5  cent  below  January  and  increasing  each  month  from  June 
through  December  when  it  was  1.1  cents  higher  than  in  May. 

Throughout  1955,  home  delivered  prices  for  the  26  markets  averaged 
above  a  year  earlier  in  all  months  except  January  when  it  was  equal  to 
the  previous  year.    These  differences  ranged  as  high  as  0.6  cent  per  quart 
in  June  and  0.5  cent  per  quart  in  July  and  December.    In  September, 

(Continued  on  page  29) 
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Table  17. -Average  price  of  milk  delivered  to  hones  in  25 
cities,  by  months,  1935-55    1/  2/ 
(Cents  per  single  quart) 


F 90  . 

1  MOM  Cm 

Apr- 

nay 

June 

J  uxy 

Aug* 

WOT. 

AT. 

1935 

11.4 

11.4 

11.6 

11.4 

11.4 

11.4 

11.3 

11.2 

11.2 

11.2 

11.2 

11.3 

11.3 

11  -4 

XX  *  » 

11.4 
XX  •  ~ 

11 .4 

XX  •  ~ 

"11.4 

11-4 
XX  •  ~ 

11  -S 

XX  .3 

11  -0 

XX  •  V 

12-1 

X£> .  X 

12.1 

Xfc  »x 

1  2.1 

1  2.4 

n  .7 

1937 

12.4 

12.4 

12.4 

12.4 

12.3 

12.3 

12.3 

12.4 

12.5 

12.5 

12.6 

12.6 

12.4 

1938 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.3 

12.2 

12.2 

12.2 

12.2 

12.2 

12.2 

12.2 

12.3 

1939 

12.2 

12.1 

12.1 

11.8 

11.7 

11.7 

11.7 

11.9 

12.0 

12.2 

12.2 

12.4 

12.0 

1940 

12.3 

12.4 

12.4 

12.2 

12.1 

12.1 

12.0 

12.0 

12.0 

12.0 

12.0 

12.2 

12.1 

1 041 

1  2.1 

12.1 

12-4 

X£ 

1  2-4 

12. *5 

XC3 

xcu 

i»  i 
1J  «x 

u  .0 

1 1.7 

x^  *X 

1  1  0 

X  J  .V 

1942 

14.2 

14.3 

14.3 

14.3 

14.2 

14.2 

14.2 

14.2 

14.2 

14.2 

14.4 

14.4 

14.3 

1943 

14.5 

14.6 

14.6 

14.8 

14.8 

14.8 

14.8 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.8 

1944 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

1945 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

194o 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 

14  a  9 

1/.9 

lD.3 

IB  X 

xOo5 

19.1 

19.3 

19.5 

10.9 

1947 

19.4 

18.9 

18.8 

18.7 

18.4 

18.2 

18.5 

18.6 

19.1 

19.4 

20.0 

20.1 

19.0 

1948 

20.4 

20.5 

20.5 

20.5 

20.J 

20.3 

20.8 

21.2 

m**W  WWW 

21.5 

21.6 

21-6 

21.4 

bl 

20.9 

1949 

21.1 

21.0 

20.6 

20.0 

19.6 

19.8 

19.9 

20.0 

19.9 

20.2 

20.2 

20.1 

20.2 

1950 

20.0 

20.0 

19.7 

19.3 

19.2 

19.2 

19.4 

19.8 

20.0 

20.6 

20.8 

21.0 

19.9 

1951 

21.4 

21.6 

21.7 

21.7 

21.7 

21.7 

21.9 

22.1 

22.2 

22.4 

22.7 

22.8 

22.0 

1952 

23.0 

23.1 

23.2 

23.0 

22.9 

22.8 

23.0 

23.2 

23.4 

23.7 

23.8 

23.7 

23.2 

1953 

23.5 

23.3 

23.2 

22.9 

22.7 

22.6 

22.8 

23.0 

23.1 

23.2 

23.3 

23.2 

23.1 

1954 

23.1 

22.9 

22.8 

22.6 

22.2 

22.1 

22.3 

22.7 

22.9 

23.1 

23.2 

23.2 

22.8 

1955 

23.1 

23.1 

23.0 

22.7 

22.6 

22.7 

22.8 

22.9 

23.3 

23.5 

23.6 

23.7 

23.1 

See  footnotes  1/  and  2_/  in  table  below. 


Table  18. -Pre vailing  price  of  milk  delivered  to  homes  in  25 
cities,  by  months,  1955    1/  2/ 
(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Jan.  I  Psb.  I  liar.  1  Apr  |  May  |  June  |  July  |  Ang.  |Sspt.  |  Pot.  |  Mot.  |  D» 


City 


Boston*  Mas*.  •  •  •  •  . 

Hartford*  Conn.  •  • • 
R*w  York*  N.  T.  •  .  . 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  . 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  ... 
Cleveland,  Ohio  ... 
Indianapolis,  Ind.. 
Chicago,  111...... 


Detroit,  Mich.  ... 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  .... 
Minneapolis,  Minn.. . 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  . . . 

Oaaha,  Nebr  • 

Baltimore,  Md.  .  .  • 
Washington*  D«  C  •• 
Jacks onrille,  fla*.  • 
LouiSTille,  Cy.  . . 
New  Orleans,  La.  ... 

Dallas,  Texas.... 

Dearer,  Colo...... 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
Seattle,  Wash.  ... 

Portland,  Oreg.  ... 


San  Francisco,  Calif 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.. 


1  at  n 


Average  1955. 


23.1    23.1    23.0    22.7    22.6    22.7      22.8  22.9    23.3  23.5 


23.6  23.7 
23.2  21.2 


Average  1954 ...... 


21.1    22.0    22.6    22.6    22.2    22.1  22.3  22.7   22.6  23.1 


5-yr.  ay.  1949-53.. |  21.8  21.8  21.7  21.4  21.3  21.2  21.4  21. B  21.7  MM 
1/  Selling  prioes  for  that  quality  of  sdlk  isost  commonly  sold  in  markets  shown. 
2/   The  prioes  listed  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  tenth  of  the 


22.2  22.2 


month. 


(Continued  from  page  27) 
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October,  and  November  the  average  was  0.4  cent  per  quart  above  the 
respective  1954  monthly  average-in  February,  March,  and  August  0.2 
cent- and  in  April  0,1  cent.   Nineteen  of  the  25  markets  reported  a 
higher  average  price  for  home  delivered  milk  per  single  quart  in  1955 
than  1954. 

1955  sales  of  vhole  and  skim  milk  higher,  cream  down  slightly 

Combined  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  26  Federal  Order 
markets  during  1955  were  4.3  percent  higher  than  in  1954.    This  com- 
pares with  an  increase  of  1.8  percent  for  the  same  number  of  markets 
from  1953  to  1954.    These  data,  shown  in  table  20,  include  sales  with- 
in the  marketing  areas  and  cover  all  markets  for  which  reported  data 
include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales.    All  26  markets 
shewed  increases  from  1954  to  1955  ranging  from  1  percent  in  Philadelphia 
to  12  percent  in  Fort  Smith,  Ark. 

Combined  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and 
fluid  cream  during  1955  in  22  Federal  Order  markets  (Boston,  Merrimac 
Valley,  Springfield,  and  Worcester,  Mass.  excluded)  were  0.2  percent 
higher  than  1954.    Eighteen  of  the  20  markets  showed  increases,  which 
ranged  from  1  percent  in  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Wichita,  Kans. 
and  New  Orleans,  La.  to  11  percent  in  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.    In  Philadelphia 
and  St.  Louis,  average  daily  sales  of  cream  were  about  the  same  in 
1955  as  in  1954, while  in  New  York  City  and  Sioux  City,  la.,  sales  were 
lower. 

Combined  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  items  during  1955  in  23  Federal 
Order  markets  (New  York  City,  Springfield  and  Worcester,  Mass.  excluded) 
were  6.9  percent  higher  than  1954.    This  compares  with  a  gain  of  0.9 
percent  for  the  previous  year.    Increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in  the 
Tulsa-Muskogee  market  to  60  percent  in  Dubuque ,  la.    Three  markets 
showed  decreases  from  1954,  Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kans.,  Wichita,  Kans.,  and 
Puget  Sound,  Wash. 

Daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  44  Federal  Order  markets 
during  1955  were  3.1  percent  above  1954.    Daily  receipts  during  1955 
averaged  above  the  previous  year  in  37  out  of  the  44  markets.  The 
number  of  producers  shipping  to  these  44  markets  during  1955  was  down 
3.3  percent  from  1954.    Thirty-four  of  these  markets  had  fewer  producers 
in  1955,  two  had  about  the  same,  and  8  markets  with  more  producers. 
Daily  receipts  per  producer  in  these  markets  during  1955  averaged  6.7 
percent  above  1954  with  all  44  markets  reporting  substantial  increases 
in  daily  shipments  per  producer.    For  data  on  receipts  by  markets,  see 
table  21. 

Sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  continue  to  decline 

The  ratio  of  milkfat  sales  in  fluid  cream  to  total  sales  of  milkfat 
in  fluid  whole  milk  and  fluid  cream  in  1954  was  15.6  percent,  a  decline 


(Continued  on  page  3l) 
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of  5  percent  from  1953,    This  may  "be  compared  with  a  decline  of  4 
percent  from  1952  to  1953.    These  ratios  are  shown  together  with 
aggregate  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  whole  milk  and  fluid  cream  (includ- 
ing milk  and  cream  mixtures)  in  table  22. 

The  decline  in  the  1954  weighted  average  ratio  is  a  continuation 
of  the  general  decline  which  has  taken  place  since  these  ratios  were 
first  calculated  for  a  similar  group  of  markets  in  1947.  Ratios, 
shown  as  percent  for  the  entire  period  of  8  years,  are  as  follows: 

1947  21.7  1950  19.4  1953  16-.  4 

1948  20.4  1951  18.1  1954  15.6 

1949  19.8  1952  17.1 

This  ratio  of  sales  of  milkfat  in  cream  and  milk  and  cream  mixtures 
to  total  salas  of  milkfat  in  fluid  milk,  fluid  cream  and  mixtures 

has  shown  a  decline  of  over  one-fourth  in  the  8  years  for  which  these 
ratios  have  "been  computed.    The  number  of  markets  for  which  the  ratio 
has  "been  calculated  has  not  "been  the  same  for  the  entire  period,  which 
may  have  some  affect  on  the  quantitative  shift  in  the  ratio  "but  should 
not  influence  the  direction  of  the  shift.    The  sample  for  the  period 
1947  through  1949  was  19  markets.    In  1950,  the  group  was  expanded  to 
23  markets,  and  in  1951  the  number  was  increased  to  29  markets  which 
number  has  "been  held  through  1954. 

The  ratio  in  1954  was  lower  than  1953  in  24  of  the  29  markets.  In 
two  markets,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  the  ratio  was  about 
the  same  as  in  1953.    The  Milwaukee,  Wise,  and  New  Orleans,  La.  market 
ratios  increased  1  percent  and  in  Springfield,  Mass. the  ratio  was  up 
3  percent  above  1953.    Among  the  markets  showing  declines  in  the  1954 
ratio,  the  largest  decrease  was  in  Witchita  which  showed  a  decrease  of 
13  percent.    A  decrease  of  9  percent    was  shown  in  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  8 
percent,  Minneapolis- St.  Paul,  Minn.;  7  percent  in  Sioux  City,  Iowa; 
and  5  percent  in  Tall  River,  Mass.  and  Columbus,  Ohio.    The  total 
quantity  of  milkfat  sold  in  whole  milk  and  fluid  cream  (including 
mixtures)  increased  3.3  percent  in  1954  as  compared  with  2.8  percent 
in  1953.    Total  sales  of  fat  were  higher  in  1954  than  in  1953  in  each 
of  the  29  markets  except  Cleveland,  Ohio,  in  which  they  were  slightly 
lower.    Milkfat  used  in  whole  milk  increased  from  the  previous  year 
4.3  percent  in  1954  compared  with  3.5  percent  in  1953.    However,  milkfat 
sales  in  cream  declined  0.9  percent  between  1952  and  1953  and  2.0  per- 
cent from  1953  to  1954. 

Milkfat  test  of  sales  slightly  lower 

The  average  milkfat  test  of  fluid  milk  products  sold  in  34  Federal 
Order  markets  in  March  1954  was  slightly  lower  than  March  1948  for 
whole  milk  and  cream  and  milk  and  cream  mixtures  but  unchanged  for  skim 
and  part-skim  products.    The  average  test  of  whole  milk  sold  by  the 
entire  34-market  group    was  3.63  percent  in  1954  as  compared  with  3.67 
percent  6  years  previously.    Twenty  six  of  the  34  markets  reported  a 
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Table  23. -Average  milkfat  test  of  fluid  products  sold  in       Federal  Order  milk 
marketing  areas  in  March  1948  and  in  March  1954,  or  other  indicated  period 


Marketing  area 


1948 
Percent 


Boston,  Mass...,  

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass..  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Port  Wayne,  Ind  

Detroit,  Mich  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  . 

Cincinnati ,  Ohio  2/ . . . . 
Tri -State : 

Ky.-Okio  -W.  Va  

Chicago,  111. .......... 

South  Bend-La  Porte, 

Ind  

Quad  Cities, 

111. -Iowa  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Duluth-Superior , 

Minn. -Wis. •  

Minneapolis,  Minn  

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa....... 

Omaha-Council  Bluffs, 

Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Ark. -Mo  

Kansas  City, 

Mo.-Kans  

Topeka,  Kan  a  ,  

Wichita,  Zans  

Louisville,  Ky  

Knoxville,  Tenn. ....... 

1  Memphis,  Tenn  

iNashville,  Tenn.  2/. . . . 
Oklahoma  Ci  ty ,  Okla. . . . 

Tulsa,  Okla  

New  Orleans,  La  

•North  Texas  

■Puget  Sound,,  Wash,.,,... 
Average  . . . . 


Whole  milk 


3.89 
1/3.81 
1/3.79 
3.78 
3.60 
2/3.61 
3.65 
3.69 
3.80 


3.72 

3.7*v 
3.57 

3.60 

3.59 
it/3.69 


3.57 

3.56 
3.48 

3.67 
3.^8 
it/3.88 

3.57 
3.58 


3.50 
3.73 
1/3-74 
k/3.97 
3.72 
it/3. 60 

5/3.57 
3.78 
2/3.72 


1254 
Tercent" 

3.85 
3.75 
3.78 
3.79 
3.59 
3.61 
3.54 
3.61 
..3,68 


'Cream  and  milk 
and  cream  mixtures 


3.59 

3.66 
3.54 

3.57 

3.48 
3.57 


3-56  3*4? 


3.55 
3.49 
3.47 

3.70 
3.42 
3.83 

3.51 
3.52 


3.51 
3.72 
3.71 
3.91 
3.59 
3.77 
3.65 
3.78 
3.74 
3. 53 


3-67  3.63 


1/  March  1950 
U  March  1952 
2/  Based  on  total  sales 
\if  March  1951 

Compiled  by  Standardization  and  Program 
'Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  from  repor 


1943 
Percent" 

21.9 
1/27.1 
1/28.4 

22.0 

19.5 
2V18.1 

12.9 
19.8 
18.9 


_  1954 
"Percent" 

21.3 
26.0 
25.5 
22.3 
17.4 
16.8 
12.5 
18.0 
16.5 


20.0 

20.4 
1/15.3 

16.4 

ia.7 
it/21.2 

27.6 


18.4 

18.2 
14.4 

14.7 

13.5 
19.6 

22.4 


19.2 
15.6 

15.9 

18.7 
19.5 
it/17.0 

19.8 
16.6 


19.0 
15.3 
13.6 

15.4 
15.2 
14.5 

17.7 
16.1 


19.7 
22.8 

1721.5 
4J20.9 

24.6 
4716.1 
4719.3 

22.9 
2/18.5 
2/17.0 


15.6 

17.9 
20.6 
21.0 
26.9 
16.7 
18.1 

19.1 
18.0 
16.7 


18.4 


17.2 


Skim 
part-skim 
1948  1 


and 

products 


Percenf 

1.44 
1/1.13 
1/1.83 
2.10 

1.33 
2/2.08 
2.42 
1.24 
1.34 


1.46 

0.86 
I.67 

1.31 

0.32 
471.84 

1.24 


0.77 
0.80 
0.U1 

0.83 
0.69 
470.92 

0.54 
0.47 


0.73 

0.83 
1/0.44 
470.83 

0.73 
471.12 
4/0.34 

1.47 
2/1.04 
2/0.37 


1.30 


12^4. 
Percent^ 

1.14 
0.78 
1.38 

1.53 
1.16 
1.98 
2.09 
1.46 
1.28 


1.67 

1.46 
1.60 

1.59 

0.81 
1.32 


0.55 
1.13 

0.40 

0.72 
0.97 
1.12 

0.54 
0.41 


0.57 
1.02 
0.76 
0.74 
0.42 
1.44 
0.50 
1.61 
1.42 
0.42 


1.30 


Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
ts  of  Market  Administrators. 
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(Continued  from  page  31) 


lower  fat  test  in  March  1954  than  in  March  1948.    These  decreases  ranged 
from  .01  percentage  point  in  Worchester,  Mass.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  Sioux 
City,  love  to  .13  percentage  point  in  Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.    In  Detroit,  Mich,  and  New  Orleans,  La.,  the  test  of  whole  milk 
sold  was  the  same  in  "both  pericde.    There  were  7  markets  selling  higher 
test  whole  milk  in  March  1954  than  in  March  1948.    These  increases 
ranged  from  .01  percentage  point  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.    and  Wichita,  Kans. 
to  .17  percentage  point  in  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

The  milkfat  test  of  fluid  cream  and  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold 
in  these  34  Federal  Order  markets  declined  7  percent  from  the  average 
test  of  these  products  sold  in  1948.  Thirty  of  the  34  markets  showed 
lower  test  cream  products  in  1954  than  in  1948. 

Skim  and  part-skim  product  sales  showed  the  same  percent  milkfat 
content  in  1954  as  in  1948    averaging  1.30  percent.    While    the  average 
for  all  markets  was  unchanged,  changes  in  fat  content  hy  market  were 
quite  marked.    Eighteen  of  the  34  markets  showed  a  lower  percentage 
fat  in  March  1954  skim  sales.    In  1  market,  the  fat  percentage  was 
ahout  the  same  hut  in  15  markets  the  fat  test  was  higher  in  1954. 

1955  annual  milk  production  highest  on  record 

Milk  produced  on  farms  in  1955  totaled  123.5  "billion  pounds  on  the 
basis  of  National  and  State  estimates  recently  issued  "by  the  Crop  Reporting 
Board  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture.    The  total  was  1.4  billion 
pounds  or  1  percent  ahove  the  revised  estimate  of  122.1  billion  pounds 
for  1954.    The  latter  estimate  has  "been  adjusted  on  the  basis  of 
information  from  the  1954  Agricultural  Census  enumeration  on  numher  of 
farms  producing  milk,  milk  cows,  milk  production  and  sales  of  dairy 
products  hy  farmers. 

The  1955  milk  production  was  an  all-time  high  annual  output  for 
United    States    milking    herds,     3  percent  ahove  a  decade  earlier  and 
23  percent  ahove  the  1925-39  average.    Production  in  1955  was  character- 
ized by  a  slightly  smaller  numher  of  milk  cows  producing  at  a  higher  rate 
per  cow.    The  numher  of  milk  cows  on  farms  in  the  United  States  in  1955 
was  2  percent  less  than  in  1954.    Milk  production  per  cow  reached  an 
all-time  high  of  5,815  pounds  in  1955,  3  percent  above  1954.  Higher 
production  per  cow  was  encouraged  hy  liheral  concentrate  feeding, 
improved  inherent  producing  ability  of  milk  cows  from  wider  use  of  good 
hulls  in  the  greatly  expanded  artificial  breeding  program,  and  the 
improved  management  practices  that  have  accompanied  the  grouping  of 
the  Nation's  cows  into  fewer  and  larger  milking  herds. 
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Table  24 .-Kon-f arm  consumption  of  fluid  milk  and  cream, 

United  States,  1924-55 


Tear 

Quantity 
consumed 

Consumption 
per  capita  jj 

Year 

Quantity 
consumed 

Consumption 
per  capita  J/ 

Bil.  lbs. 

Pounds 

Bil.  Ids. 

Pounds 

1924 . . 

25.6 

304 

1940.. 

30.6 

297 

1925  •  • 

26.3 

306 

1941  . . 

31.6 

302 

1926 • • 

27.0 

308 

1942 . . 

34.8 

326 

192? . . 

27.6 

308 

1943 . . 

37.5 

343 

1928 . . 

28.3 

310  . 

1944.. 

38.4 

353 

1929  .  • 

29.3 

317 

1945 . . 

40.7 

373 

1930  . . 

29.2 

311 

1946 . . 

42.2 

367 

1931 .  • 

28.6 

303 

1947 . . 

41.1 

347 

1932 . . 

28.8 

305 

1948  . . 

40.6 

333 

1933 . . 

28.5 

302 

1949  . . 

41.2 

331 

1934 . . 

26.9 

282 

1950 . . 

42.2 

330 

1935  . . 

27.9 

289 

1951 . . 

43.3 

331 

1936  . . 

29.0 

297 

1952 . . 

44.2 

332 

1937  . . 

29.5 

298 

1953  . . 

45.3 

329 

1938  . . 

29.6 

295 

1954 . . 

46.7 

331 

1939 

30.2 

298 

1955  2/ 

48.8 

339 

1/  The  per  capita  consumption  data  are  computed  on  the  basis  of  non- 
farm  population  residing  in  the  U.  S.  (excluding  armed  forces  overseas) 
adjusted  for  estimated  under  enumeration  (1.4$). 

2/  Preliminary. 


Consumption  of  fluid  milk  and  cream  by  the  non-farm  population  of 
the  United  States  in  1955  was  estimated  at  48.8  billion  pounds.  This 
is  an  increase  of  4.5  percent  over  the  1954  total  and  a  continuation  of 
the  general  increase  in  total  consumption.    This  was  the  largest  cfuantlty 
consumed  in  the  32  years  of  record  and  almost  double  the  1924  consumption, 
the  first  year  of  record. 

Considered  on  a  per  capita  basis,  consumption  in  1955  by  the  non- 
farm  segment  of  the  population  was  at  the  rate  of  339  pounds  per  person. 
This  is  an  increase  of  8  pounds  per  person  over  the  amount  consumed  in 
1954  and  follows  a  7-year  period  of  fairly  stable  consumption  rates  when 
per  capita  consumption  varied  between  329  and  333  pounds.  Consumption 
per  capita  in  1955  was  the  sixth  highest  in  over  three  decades  of  record 
exceeded  only  by  the  1943-47  wartime  and  immediate  postwar  levels.  In 
this  period  consumption  per  capita  by  non-farm  people  ranged  between 
343  pounds  and  the  1945  record  high  of  373  pounds. 

This  series  is  a  continuation  of  the  non-farm  consumption  estimates 
included  in  "New  and  Revised  Series  on  Fluid  Milk  and  Cream  Consumption 
in  the  United  States,  1923-52"  published  August  13,  1953.    The  preliminary 
estimate  for  1955  is  based  on  sales  reports  for  selected  large  markets 
under  the  Federal  Milk  Order  program  together  with  other  data,  chiefly 
from  State  regulatory  bodies.    These  data  account  for  about  17  billion 
pounds  of  milk,  or  over  one- third  of  the  total  sales  of  fluid  milk  and 
cream  to  the  non-farm  population. 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE  \ 
WASHINGTON,  D.  C. 


FLUID  MILK  AND  CREAM  REPORT 


Ma&ih  19,  1956 


FOR  MARCH  1956 


Prices  for  fluid  milk  early  in  March  moved  downward,  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  reported  today.  Retail  prices  were  reported  lower  in  20 
markets  or  about  1  in  every  8  markets  reporting.  Producer  prices  declined 
in  33  markets  or  about  1  in  every  5  markets  reporting.  On  the  other  hand, 
producer  prices  were  higher  in  1  market.  However,  Class  I  prices  are  not 
currently  determined  in  a  number  of  markets. 

Retail  prices  per  single  quart  for  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to 
homes  in  25  major  cities  in  early  March  1956  averaged  23.5  cents  per 
quart,  unchanged  from  the  previous  month,  but  one-half  cent  per  quart 
above  the  March  1955  average.    Among  the  25  markets,  the  only  changes  from 
a  month  earlier  were  declines  of  one-half  cent  per  quart  in  Boston,  Mass. 
and  1  cent  per  quart  in  Cleveland,  Ohio.    Compared  with  a  year  earlier, 
March  1956  prices  in  the  25  principal  markets  showed  increases  of  one-half 
cent  per  quart  in  Hartford,  Conn.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Baltimore,  Md. , 
Washington,  D.  C,  and  1  cent  per  quart  in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
and  Seattle,  Wash.    Other  increases  were  1-|  cents  per  quart  in  the 
Detroit,  Mich,  and  Portland,  Oreg.  markets,  and  2  cents  per  quart  in 
Minneapolis,  Minn.    New  York  was  the  only  market  with  March  I956  prices 
for  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes  below  a  year  earlier,  showing 
a  decline  of  $  cent  per  quart.    Compared  with  the  1950-54  average  for 
March,  the  current  25-city  average  retail  price  was  up  1.4  cents  or  6 
percent.    Prices  in  all  25  markets  except  Louisville,  Ky.  in  March  I956 
were  above  the  5-year  average  for  the  month. 

The  dealers'  weighted  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3.5 
percent  milkfat  (f.o.b.  city  basis)  in  early  March  was  $5.14  per 
hundredweight.     This  is  14  cents  per  hundredweight  below  February,  and 
1  cent  per  hundredweight  below  the  March  I955  average.    Class  I  prices 
in  6  of  the  9  geographic  regions  showed  decreases  from  February.  These 
ranged  from  3  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  West  North  Central  States 
to  35  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  West  South  Central  States. 
Decreases  in  other  regions  were:    26  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the 
Middle  Atlantic  States;  23  cents  per  hundredweight  in  New  England;  16 
cents  in  the  East  South  Central,  and  12  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the 
East  North  Central  region.    In  the  South  Atlantic  and  Pacific  regions, 
the  average  price  in  March  1956  was  about  the  same  as  in  February.  A 
4  cent  per  hundredweight  increase  in  the  average  for  the  Mountain 
Stat es  was  reported. 


(Continued  on  page  11) 
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Table  3 .-Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
March  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


(  Pp>y»  ViiitvI  tpHupi  crlrh 

-  fa* 

p  population  of  individual  markets) 

Region 

Markets 

n&rGn 

March 

1956 

1955 

1956 

Range 

Averace 

*»V     W*     V^-fty  W 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

17 

5.70 

5.94 

4.20-6.19 

5.71 

16 

5.91 

5.97 

3 . 66—6 . 06 

5.71 

East  North  Central..*. 

25 

3.92 

4.  Do 

west;  norxn  uencrej.  •  • .  • 

cU 

4.38 

3.36-4.79 

4.35 

26 

6.23 

*6.16 

4.44-7.19 

6.16 

East  South  Central. ... 

12 

4.97 

5.07 

4.05-5.95 

4.91 

West  South  Central . . . • 

15 

5.62 

5.80 

4.38-6.53 

5.45 

13 

5.39 

5.57 

4.02-5.99 

5.61 

12 

4.85 

4.92 

4.39-5.90 

4.92 

156 

5.15 

®5.28 

3.36-7.19 

5.14 

1/  In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  end  fluid  cream  are  the  same. 
2j  Includes  Class  I  prices,  base  or  basic  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 
•  Revised. 


Table  lu -Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  25  cities,  March  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Market 

1950-54 
Mar.  av. 

Mar. 

1955 

Feb. 

1956 

Mar. 
1956 

Market 

1950-54 
Mar.  av. 

Mar. 
1955 

Feb. 

J  358 

Mar. 
1956 

Boston,  Mass .  .... 

22.6 

23^-24 

24-24|  23|-24 

Baltimore,  Md.  •••• 

22.8 

23^ 

24 

24 

Hartford,  Conn.  •• 

23.8 

24 

24^ 

2# 

Washington,  B.C.  • . 

23.0 

z4 

25 

25 

Hex  York,  N.  Y. 

23.5 

26 

25| 

24 

Jacksonville,  51a.. 

26.2 

27 

27 

27 

Philadelphia,  Pa.. 

22.5 

23^ 

24 

24 

Louisville,  Ky.  ... 

23.2 

23 

23 

23 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.  •• 

22.6 

25 

25 

25 

Mew  Orleans,  La.  *• 

24.9 

26| 

26^ 

26^ 

Cleveland,  Ohio... 

20.0 

20 

22 

21 

Dallas,  Texas...... 

23.3 

25 

25 

25 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

21.4 

22 

22 

22 

Denver,  Colo. 

22.6 

24 

24 

24 

Chicago,  111.  .... 

23.9 

25f 

25— 27jjr  25— 27^ 

Salt  Lake  City, Utah 

20.6 

22 

22 

22 

Detroit,  Mich.  ... 

21.1 

21 

22§ 

22| 

Seattle,  Wash.  .... 

20.6 

2li 

22| 

Milwaukee,  Wis.  •• 

19.4 

20 

20 

20 

Portland,  Ore.  .... 

21.5 

2l£ 

23 

23 

Minneapolis,  Minn. 

19.6 

21 

23 

23 

San  Francisco, Califc 

21.2 

2l£ 

2l| 

Kansas  City,  Mo.  • 

20.8 

23 

23 

23 

Los  Angeles, Cal if • . 

21.3 

2l£ 

2l| 

2l£ 

20.7 

20 

21 

21 

25  cities  average.. 

22.1 

23.0  23.5  23.5 

1/  "Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.  Grades  vary  between  markets  due  to 
differences  in  determining  factors. 

2/  Prices  are  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  10th  q$  the  month. 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  cottage  cheese  in  March  1956 


Cities 


Pound  package 


To  homes     At  stores 


12-cz  package 


To  homes    At  stores 


Other  packages 


To  homes    At  stores 


Boston,  Mass*  •••  

Providence,  R.  I*  •«••• 
Hartford,  Conn*  ••••••• 

Buffalo,  N.  Y.  

New  York  City.... ...... 

Rochester,  N.  Y.  •••••• 

Philadelphia,  Pa.  ••••• 

Pittslairgh,  Pa  

Cincinnati,  Ohio....... 

Cleveland,  Ohio........ 

Indianapolis,  Ind.  .... 

Chicago,  111.  «••••••»• 

Detroit,  Mich.  •••••••• 

Milwaukee,  Wis.  ....... 

Minneapolis,  Minn.  .... 

Des  Moines,  Iowa.  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. * 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  ........ 

Omaha,  Nehr.  ..«.....«• 

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington*  D.  C.  ••••• 
Richmond,  Va.  ••••••*•• 

Charlotte,  N.  C  

Miami,  Fla.  

Louisville,  Ky.  ....... 

Nashville,  Term.  •••••• 

Birmingham,  Ala.  ..*••• 
New  Orleans,  La.  •••••• 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  •• 

Dallas,  Tex  

£1  Paso,  Tex  

Cheyenne ,  Wyo .  ........ 

Denver,  Colo.  •••.*•••• 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah... 
Seattle,  Wash.  ........ 

Portland,  Or eg... •••••« 

San  Francisco,  Calif.  • 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  ••• 


Cents 
35-35^ 

31 
27 
35 
28 

25-27 


3/24 

25 
26 


23-28 

28§ 

24 


27 


28 
27 


28 
31 

29-32 
29-31 


Cents 
28 

28 
26 
27 

23-29 


25-27 
34 


Cents 


Cents 


Cents 


Cents 


2/f* 
27 

26 


23 

27-32 

24 


23 

22-26 


23-26 
31 

29-32 


22 


24 
32 
23 
22 
25 
24 

21-24 

23 
26 
27 
25 
25 
24 

22 

26 
23 
23 
26 
22 


19-23 

22 
26 

24 
26 
19 
19 
24 

19 

21-  25 

22-  23 
26 

25-29 

25 
24 

19 
6/26-34 

22 
20 
26 

27 


1/22  1/16 


l/aofr  1/I5i 


5/120 
4/57 


T/16 


5/110 
4/57-59 


1/13 


1/17|  1/17| 


1/  8-oz.  package. 

15/  14g-oz.  package. 

~%j  Per  pound  for  5  or  more. 


2-pound  package. 
W  5-pound  package. 
15/  Higher  price  in  glass. 


(Continued  from  page  l) 

Compared  with  a  year  earlier,  changes  in  March  1956  prices,  hy  regions, 
were  mixed.    Increases  occurred  in  5  of  the  9  geographic  regions,  ranging 
from  1  cent  per  hundredweight  in  New  England  to  23  cents  per  hundredweight 
in  the  West  North  Central  States.    Other  increases  were:    22  cents  per 
hundredweight  in  the  Mountain  States,  16  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the 
East  North  Central  States,  and  7  cents  per  hundredweight  on  the  Pacific 
Coast.    Decreases  ranged  from  6  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  East  South 
Central  States  to  20  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Middle  Atlantic. 
Decreases  of  17  and  7  cents  per  hundredweight  occurred  in  the  West  South 
Central  and  South  Atlantic  States,  respectively. 

(Continued  on  page  15) 


Page  12         TABLE  7.  -  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  1  PRICES,  F.  O.  B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  JANUARY  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  ewe. 


Blend 
price 

fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 


Minimum 
Class  I 

price  at 
3.  5<5fc  test 

per  cwt. 


New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone  

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. ,  City  plants. 

Springfield,  Mass.,  City  plants  

Worcester,  Mass.,  City  plants  


Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  201  -210  mile  zone. 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  

E.  North  Central: 
Akron,  Ohio, 


Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton -Springfield  Grade  A  

Lima,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio 2/  • . . . . 

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  

South  Bend,  Ind  

Chicago  Gr.  A  55-70  mile  zone  

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockford-Freeport,  111.  Gr.  A  

Detroit,  Mich.  

Muskegon,  Mich.  

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis.  


W.  North  Central: 

Duluth -Superior,  Minn.  -Wis.  

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.  

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la  

Dubuque,  la.  

Sioux  City,  la  

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans.  , 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo,  , 

St.  Louis,  Mo..  ,  ., 

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark.  , 

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls -Mitchell,  S.  D  , 

Omaha-Lin. -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.  -Ia..,. , 

Topeka,  Kans  ..  , 

Southwest  Kansas  , 

Wichita,  Kans  


South  Atlantic: 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va...  

Tri -State;  Huntington  PL  ,  W.  Va  , 

Wheeling,  W.  Va  


E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky.  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Ten  a. ,  Va.  &  Ky. 

Knoxville,  Tenn,  

Memphis,  Tenn..  

Nashville,  Tenn.  

Central  Mississippi  


W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  

Central  Arkansas  i  •  

New  Orleans,  61-TO  mile  zone 


Pet. 


Dollars 


Cents 


3  7 

4.  50 

7  2 

3  7 

6. 140 

7  2 

3  7 

3/ 

5.  51 

7  2 

3  7 

5  37 

7  2 

3  7 

"37 

5  69 

7  2 

3.  5 

4. 07 

5  4 

4*  0 

• 

4.  965 

5.0 

3.5 

4.52 

7.4 

o.  O 

4.37 

7  fi 

o.  o 

4.44 

7  3 

O.  O 

3.94 

7  fi 

3.5 

3.97 

6.9 

3.  5 

• 

4.161 

7.5 

3.5 

4.49 

6.0 

3.5 

• 

4.399 

7.0 

3.5 

3.88 

6.6 

3.5 

3.99 

6.9 

3.5 

3.60 

6.9 

3.5 

3.66 

7.4 

3.5 
3.5 

4/  3.95 
7/  4.30 

6.9 
6.5 

3.5 

7/  4.16 

6.5 

3.5 

r 

4.10 

6.5 

3.5 

• 

3.801 

6.9 

3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.8 
4.0 
3.5 
3.5 
3.  5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.8 
3.8 
3.8 
3.8 


4.0 
4.0 
4,0 


2/ 


2/ 


3.67 

3.679 

3.43 

3.65 

4.04 

4.30 

4.59 

4.45 

4.17 

5. 23 

4.47 

3.80 

4.22 

4.21 

4.62 

4.596 


3.5 

5.14 

3.5 

• 

5.00 

3.5 

4.85 

3.8 

4.28 

3.5 

4,78 

4.0 

• 

5.56 

4.0 

5.04 

4.0 

• 

5.05 

4.0 

• 

4.77 

4.0 

* 

5.55 

5.09 
5.10 
5.337 


7.2 

7.0 

6.9 

6.88 

7.0 

6.1 

6.9 

6.6 

6.6 

7.0 

9.0 

7.0 

7.0 

6.1 

6.9 

6.9 


7.4 
6.9 
7.3 


6.0 
6.0 
6.8 
6.9 
6.0 
6.9 
6.8 


6.9 
6.9 
9.4 


Dollars 

4.36 
6.  00 
5.37 
5. 23 
5.55 


4,07 
4,72 


4.52 
4.37 
4.44 
3.94 
3.97 
4,16 
4,49 
4.40 
3.88 
3.99 
3.60 
3.66 
3.95 
4.30 
4.16 
4.10 
3.80 


3.67 

3.68 

3.43 

3.65 

4.04 

4.12 

4.24 

4.45 

4.17 

5.23 

4.47 

3.80 

4,01 

4.03 

4.41 

4.39 


5.14 
5.00 
4,85 


4.10 
4.78 
5.22 
4.70 
4.75 
4.42 
5.21 


4.74 
4.76 
4.87 


Dollars 

5.29 
6.10 
5.81 
5.81 
5.81 


5.46 
5.19 


4.74 
4.80 
4,78 
4,12 
4.24 
4.44 
4.78 
4.62 
4.39 
4,20 
4.00 
4.20 
4.02 
4.60 
4.41 
4.38 
3.96 


4,28 
3.86 
3,94 
4,10 
5/4,50 
4.42 
4,70 
4,61 
4.34 
5.31 
4,56 
5/4,29 
IT/  4.49 
~  4.42 
4.86 
4.87 


5.34 
5,18 
5.09 


5.10 
4.84 
?j.97 
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TABLE  7.  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  1  PRICES.  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  JANUARY  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 

price 

iat 
jiff 
am. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

O.  O7O  LCdL 

per  cwt. 

Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

uo  xiars 

4.0 

*     5. 730 

6. 3 

5.  42 

5.  46 

4.0 

4.87 

6. 9 

4.  52 

4.  97 

4.0 

5.03 

6.9 

4.68 

5.  04 

4.0 

•     6. 09 

6.  3 

5.  78 

5.  9b 

4.0 

5.79 

6.9 

5.44 

5.82 

4.0 

*  6.60 

6.9 

6.  26 

6.  33 

4.0 

5. 49 

6. 0 

5. 19 

5.  57 

4.0 

6.  27 

6.3 

5.  96 

5.99 

o.  o 

2/  5  92 

9  7 

5.  63 

5.  93 

4.0 

2/  4.671 

7.1 

4.32 

5/  4.89 

W.  South  Central:  (Continued) 

Shreveport,  La.  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  

Austin -Waco,  Tex.  , 

Central  West  Texas  

Corpus  Christ!,  Tex.  ....... 

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Tex.  


Mountain 

Central  Arizona 

Pacific: 


*    Individual-handler.    Weighted  average  price. 

1/  Plants  holding  Alliance,  Canton,  or  Massillon  permit. 

2/ January  1956  weighted  average  prices: 

Base  Excess 


Black  Hills 
Central  Arizona 
Detroit 
Muskegon 
Puget  Sound 
Wichita 

3/  Farms  located  in  nearby  zones. 

4"/ Rockford  plants;  Freeport  plants:  Blend  $3.  65;  Class  I  $3.  98 
3/  Negotiated  price: 
r  Omaha -Lincoln -C.  B.  $4.79 

Sioux  City  4. 80 


$5.25 
6.19 
4.45 
4.36 
4.88 
4,77 


2. 83 
3.69 
3.34 
3.24 
3.24 
3. 16 


Sioux  Falls-Mitchell  $4. 39  (100  for  bulk  tank  pickup) 
Puget  Sound  5. 12  (100  for  bulk  tank  pickup) 


TABLE  8.  -NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS*  ASSOCIATIONS  1/ 


City 


Net  blended  prices 
paid  for  3.  5<fo 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 


Dollars 
6. 23 

5.  66 
4.64 
4.08 
4.60 
4.86 
5.44 
5.04 
5.00 


Month 


Dealers'  buying 
prices  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 


Dollars 
6.  62 

6.34 
6.  06 
4.42 
5.59 
6.62 
6.25 
5.  29 
5.81 


Providence,  R.  L... 
Hartford -New  Haven 
Bridgeport,  Conn., 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.  

Evansvule,  Ind..... 

Baltimore,  Md  , 

Washington,  D.  C. ., 

Richmond,  Va.  

Charleston,  W.  Va.. 
Denver,  Colo.  , 


3/ 


4/ 


January 

January 

January 

January 

February 

February 

February 

January 

February 


1/  Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I      -  Milk  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  II     -  Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  consumption. 
Class  in  and/or  IV  -  Milk  used  in  manufacturing  dairy  products. 
A  base  and  surplus  plan  is  often  used  with  these  classifications. 
2/  F.  O.  B.  City  unless  indicated  otherwise 
TJ/  Does  not  include  fall  payback  of  600  per  hundredweight. 
5/  Base  price;  surplus  price  $2.  590. 
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Table  9. -Fluid  milk  price  changes,  March  1956  1/ 


Market  "by 

geographic 

divisions 


Dealers'  buying  prices  f »o.b. 
city,  Class  I  milk  (Z.5%  fat) 


Mer. 
1955 


TeFT 
1956 


"HarT 
1956 


Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


Mar. 
1955 


TeFT 
1956 


Mar. 

1956 


NSW  ENGLAND: 

Aug.  &  Portland,  Me*  .... 

Concord,  N.  H. 

Man.  -Kashua-Pt  BHOuth,N»He 

Boston,  Mass  •••• 

Fall  River,  Mass  

Lowell-Lawrence,  Mass*  .  • 
Springfield,  Mass.  ...... 

Worcester,  Mass*   

Newport,  R.  I.  •*.......» 

Providence,  R.  I*  ••••••• 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC; 

New  York,  N.  Y.  ••••••••• 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J.  •••• 

Camden,  N.  <T  »  ........... 

Trenton,  N.  J.  ......«.*• 

E.  NORTH  CiilNTtCAL ; 

Cleveland,  Ohio........ 

Gary,  Ind  •  • 

South  Bend,  Ind.  ....... 

Chicago,  111  

Rock  Island,  111.  ..... 

Beloit,  Wis  , 

Kenosha,  Wis.  ••••••••• 

Milwaukee,  Wis  

E.  SOOTH  CENTRAL; 

Chattanooga,  tenn.  ••••< 

Memphis,  Term  

Nashville,  Tenn  

Jackson,  Miss  

W.  SOUTH  CENTRAL; 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  ...... 

Shreveport,  La.  ....... 

Austin,  Tex.  ••••  * 

Dallas,  Tez  

Houston,  Tex. 

MOUNTAIN; 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.... 


Dollars 

5.83 
5.58 
5.58 
5.58 
5.87 
5.58 
5.58 
5.58 
6.19 
6.19 


6.00-6.29 
5.87 
5.87 
5.87 


4.23 
3.49 
3.69 
3.49 
3.95 
3.74 
3.44 
3.45 


4.80 
4.46 
3.97 
4.98 


4.84 

5.83 
5.19 
6.53 


5.25 


Dollars 

6.27 
5.81 
5.81 
5.81 
6.10 
5.81 
5.81 
5.81 
6.63 
6*63 


6.10-6.39 
5.87 
5.87 
5.87 


4.35 
4.00 
4.16 
4.00 
4.16 
3«9S 
3.87 
3.92 


5.12 
4.80 
4.62 
5.48 


4.80 
5.43 
5.99 
5.59 
6.53 


5.25 


Dollars 

5.83 
5.59 
5.59 
5.59 
5.88 
5.59 
5.59 
5.59 
6.19 
6.19 


5.69-5.98 
5.47 
5.47 
5.47 


3.72 
3.92 
3.72 
4.01 
3.72 
2/3.67 
3.68 


Cents 


Cents       Cent 8 


4.96 
4.38 
4.30 
5.02 


4.38 
5.18 
5.62 
5.22 
2/5.65 


2/5.49 


26 
2&k 
24f 
25§ 


20 
25 

21f 

25§ 

21 

21 

21 

20 


21 

22 
23 
24 


22 

24 
25 
26 


22 


24 
24 

24-24jjr 
24 

23^ 
23-24 

23* 

25 

25 


22 
25-27 

23 
25-27^ 

22 

22 

23 

20 


23| 

23 

25 


24 
28 
25 
25 
26 


22 


23 

23* 

m 

23|-24 
23^ 

23| 
23 
24 
24 


25 
2/26 
24 
24 


2/21 
25-27 

23 
25-27^ 
22 
22 
23 
20 


22| 
23' 
25 


23| 
28 
25 
25 
2/24 


22 


l/  All  changes  effective  March  1,  unless  otherwise  noted. 
2/  Effective  date  not  reported. 
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In  the  New  England  States,  March  1956  prices  in  Augusta  and  Portland, 
Me.  were  down  from  last  month  "by  44  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I 
milk,  and  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail.    In  the  U  New  Hampshire  markets, 
Class  I  prices  were  down  22  cents  per  hundredweight,  with  prices  at  homes 
and  stores  one-half  cent  per  quart  lower.    In  the  5  Federal  Order  markets 
in  Massachusetts,  prices  were  less  than  February  "by  22  cents  per  hundred- 
weight for  Class  I  milk  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  at  "both  homes  and 
stores.    In  Newport  and  Providence,  R.  I.,  the  Class  I  price  declined  kk 
cents  per  hundredweight  from  the  previous  month,  and  retail  prices  1  cent 
per  quart. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  States,  prices  in  the  New  York  City  marketing 
area  were  Ul  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  February,  "but  unchanged 
at  retail  levels.    In  Atlantic  City,  Camden,  and  Trenton,  N.  J.,  decreases 
of  40  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Class  I  price  were  reported.  Retail 
prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower. 

In  the  East  North  Central  region,  Cleveland,  Ohio  reported  a  1  cent  per 
quart  decrease  in  retail  prices.    Producer  prices  in  this  market  are  not 
currently  determined.    In  Gary,  Ind. ,  March  1956  Class  I  prices  were  28 
cents  per  hundredweight  below  the  previous  month,  but  retail  prices  were 
unchanged.    In  South  Bend,  Ind.,  the  Class  I  price  was  2k  cents  per  hundred- 
weight below  February,  but  retail  prices  were  reported  the  same.    In  Chicago 
111.,  Class  I  prices  declined  28  cents  per  hundredweight,  with  no  change  in 
retail  prices.    In  Rock  Island,  111.,  a  15  cent  per  hundredweight  decrease 
in  the  Class  I  price  was  reported,  but  no  change  occurred  at  retail  levels. 
The  Class  I  price  in  Beloit,  Wis.  was  lower  by  2k  cents  per  hundredweight, 
but  retail  prices  were  unchanged.    Kenosha,  Wis.  reported  a  decrease  of  20 
cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Class  I  price.    However,  retail  prices  for 
this  market  were  at  the  same  level  in  March  as  in  February.    In  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  a  Class  I  price  decrease  of  2k  cents  per  hundredweight  was  reported, 
but  the  retail  price  was  reported  as  unchanged. 

In  the  East  South  Central  region,  Chattanooga,  Tenn. ,  Glass  I 
prices  declined  16  cents  per  hundredweight,  but  retail  prices  held  at  the 
same  level  as  February.    Memphis,  Tenn.  prices  were  down  by  k2  cents  per 
hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  for  home  delivery  and 
in  some  stores.    In  Nashville,  Tenn.,  the  Class  I  price  was  32  cents  per 
hundredweight  below  the  previous  month,  but  retail  prices  were  unchanged* 
The  Class  I  price  in  Jackson,  Miss,  was  k6  cents  per  hundredweight  lower 
than  in  February,  but  retail  prices  were  unchanged. 

In  the  West  South  Central  area.  Little  Rock,  Ark.  prices  were  U2  cents 
per  hundredweight  below  February.    Home  delivery  prices  were  down  one-half 
cent  per  quart  and  store  prices  1  cent  per  quart.    In  Shreveport,  La.,  the 
Class  I  price  was  25  cents  per  hundredweight  under  the  previous  month,  but 
retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged.  The  Austin,  Tex.  Class  I  price  was 
down  37  cents  per  hundredweight.    Retail  prices  in  this  market  were 
unchanged.    The  Class  I  price  in  the  Dallas,  Tex.  market  was  37  cents  per 
hundredweight  lower,  but  unchanged  at  retail  levels.    In  Houston,  Tex., 
Class  I  prices  were  reported  88  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  in 
February  and  heme  delivery  prices  2  cents  per  quart  lower.    In  the  Mountain 
region,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  reported  a  price  increase  of  2k  cents  per 
hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk.    March  retail  prices  in  this  market  were 
unchanged.    No  changes  were  reported  in  prices  for  the  West  North  Central, 
the  South  Atlantic,  or  the  Pacific  regions. 
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Table  10, -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  January  1956,  with  comparisons  1/ 


Jan.  1956  as  %  h/ 


Marketing  area 


Jan, 

1955 
3/ 


Dec. 
1955 
2/ 


Jan. 

1956 
2/ 


Jan* 

1955 


Dec. 

1955 


Boston,  Mass.  ... 
Fall  River,  Mass< 
Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. 
Springfield,  Mass.  5/ 
Worcester,  Mass.  5/ 
New  York,  N.  Y.  6/ 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  •• 

Detroit,  Mich.  ••••••••••• 

Quad  Cities,  Ill.-Iowa...* 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul, Minn, 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.D. 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa...  

Dubuque ,  Iowa ••  • 

Sioux  City,  Iowa.......... 

Omaha -Lincoln-Counc  il 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  • 

Kans.  City,  Mo.-Kans.  ]/•• 

Topeka,  Kans.  7/  • 

Wichita,  Kans.  jj  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalachian, Term., Va.&  Ky» 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  7/  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  _7/... 
Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  •••• 

New  Orleans,  La.  jj  • 

San  Antonio,  Texas  •• 

Puget  Sound,  Wash.  7/  

Total  h/ 


1,000 
pounds 

1,962 
107 
267 
U09 
281 

8,739 
1,951 
l*3l* 
2l*l* 
11*5 
2,969 
215 
1,103 
6h 
121 
1*9 
79 

383 
1,058 
715 
86 
21*1* 
53U 
ll*9 
7k 
303 
291 
1*78 
359 
1,095 


1,000 
pounds 

2,012 
115 
277 
1*28 

295 
8,791 
2,01*2 
1*61 
268 
155 
3,198 
230 

1,139 
72 
130 
53 
91 

koh 

1,130 
751 
9k 

21*1 

567 
11*7 
66 
318 

311 
510 
360 
1,172 


1,000 

pounds 

2,01l* 
110 
282 
1*28 
295 

8,882 

1,960 
1*57 
265 
151 

3,125 
222 

1,11*6 
67 
127 
53 
86 

399 
1,089 
736 
9k 
21*1 
581 
11*8 
72 
320 
312 
507 
350 
1,137 


Percent  Percent 


103 
102 
106 
105 
105 
102 
100 
105 
109 

105 
105 
103 
101* 

105 
105 
107 
no 

101* 
103 
103 
109 

99 
109 

99 

98 
106 
107 
106 

97 
101* 


100 
96 
102 
100 
100 
101 
96 
99 
99 
98 
98 
96 
101 
9k 
98 
99 
95 

99 
96 
98 
99 
100 
102 
101 
109 
101 
100 
99 
97 
97 


2l*,909      25,830  25,660 


103.0 


99.3 


1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which 
reported  data  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 
2/  Preliminary. 
Revised* 


hj  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
5/  Data  include  skim  items. 

0/  Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  whole  milk. 


7/  Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers,  as  follows: 

1,000  pounds 
Kansas  City  23 o 5  Oklahoma  City  8 

Topeka  7  New  Orleans  6 

Wichita  8  Puget  Sound  33 

Fort  Smith     5  Stark  County  7 

Compiled  by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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SALES  OP  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  PROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  JANUARY  1956,  WITH  COMPARISONS 

Whole  milk  sales  In  January  continue  above  previous  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  30  Federal  Order  markets 
during  January  1956  were  3»0  percent  higher  than  January  last  year,  "but 
were  0.7  percent  lower  than  December  1955,  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  reported  today.    In  twenty-six  of  the  30  markets,  January  whole 
milk  sales  showed  increases  over  the  previous  year  ranging  from  a  frac- 
tional increase  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.  to  10  percent  in  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
Of  the  30  markets  with  data  on  in-area-sales  available  for  January  1956, 
16  markets  showed  increases  of  5  percent  or  more,  over  a  year  earlier. 
Four  markets  reported  lower  sales,  ranging  to  a  low  of  3  percent  in  San 
Antonio,  Tex.    Compared  with  the  previous  month,  whole  milk  sales  in 
January  1956  were  lower  in  18  of  the  30  markets.    In  5  markets,  sales 
were  about  the  same,  but  in  7  markets  sales  were  higher.    In  the  important 
New  York  City  market,  average  daily  sales  during  January  were  2  percent 
higher  than  January  1955  and  1  percent  above  December  1955*    In  the 
remaining  25  markets,  sales  during  January  were  3»8  percent  higher  than 
January  of  last  year,  but  were  1.5  percent  lower  than  December  1955*  The 
average  milkfat  test  of  whole  milk  sales  during  January  I956  in  24  of  the 
30  markets  (5  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  was  3»59 
percent  compared  with  3»60  percent  in  both  January  1955  and-  December  1955* 

Sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  substantially  above  previous  year 

Average  dally  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (commonly 
known  as  half-and-half)  in  24  of  the  30  Federal  Order  markets  (all  5 
Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  during  January  were 
10.6  percent  greater  than  January  1955,  hut  were  33*0  percent  less  than 
December  1955*    Compared  with  January  1955,  8ales  were  higher  in  21  of 
the  24  markets  with  increases  ranging  from  1  percent  in  Dubuque,  la.  and 
San  Antonio,  Tex.  to  62  percent  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.    Other  markets  show- 
ing relatively  sharp  increases  were  New  Orleans,  La.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.- 
Kans.,  and  Topeka,  Kane,  and  the  Appalachian,  Tenn.-Ky.-Va.  marketing 
area*    Sales  in  the  Quad-Cities,  111. -la.  and  Omaha-Lincoln-Council 
Bluff 8,  Nebr.-Ia.  marketing  areas  were  about  the  same  as  the  previous  year, 
but  in  Sioux  City,  la.  were  3  percent  lower.    Compared  with  December,  sales 
in  all  24  markets  during  January  I956  were  lower,  following  the  increased 
demand  normally  shown  during  the  holiday  season.    The  average  milkfat  test 
of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold  during  January  in  the  24  markets  was  11.6 
percent  as  compared  with  11.5  percent  in  January  I955  and  11.2  percent  in 
December  1955« 

Fluid  cream  sales  in  January  lower  than  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  during  January  1956  in 
25  of  the  30  Federal  Order  markets  (4  of  the  5  Massachusetts  markets  and 
New  York  City  excluded)  were  4.0  percent  below  January  and  16.9  percent 
below  December  1955«    Lower  sales  were  reported  In  18  of  the  25  markets. 
These  declines  ranged  from  1  percent  in  San  Antonio,  Tex.  to  21  percent 
in  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D.    Sales  in  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. ,  Louisville,  Ky. , 


(Continued  on  page  19) 
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(Continued  from  page  17) 

and  New  Orleans,  La.  were  about  the  same  as  last  year,  while  sales  in  Pall 
River,  Mass.,  Stark  County,  Ohio,  Cedar  Rapids,  la.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
were  higher.    Compared  with  the  previous  month,  fluid  cream  sales  were 
lower  in  all  25  markets,  with  decreases  ranging  from  8  percent  in  New 
Orleans,  La.  to  39  percent  in  Port  Smith,  Ark,    The  average  milkfat  test 
of  fluid  cream  sold  during  January  1956  was  22.5  percent.    This  compares 
with  22. k  percent  in  January  1955  and  23.1  percent  in  December  1955» 

Skim  milk  sales  during  January  continue  higher  than  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  January  195 6  i» 
the  27  Federal  Order  markets  for  which  data  on  in-area-sales  are  available 
were  6.0  percent  above  January  1955  and  3*9  percent  higher  than  in 
December  1955*    Among  these  27  markets,  skim  milk  sales  in  January  were 
above  a  year  earlier  in  23  markets,  where  the  increases  ranged  from  1 
percent  in  Kansas  City,  Mo* -Kane,  and  Louisville,  Xy.  to  56  percent  in 
Dubuque,  la.    Sales  were  about  the  same  in  the  Puget  Sound,  Wash,  market- 
ing area  but  lower  in  the  Boston,  Mass.  and  Ft.  Smith,  Ark.  markets  and 
the  Appalachian,  Tenn.-Va.-Ky.  marketing  area.    Compared  with  December 
1955,  sales  were  higher  in  all  of  the  27  markets  except  the  Quad  Cities, 
111. -Ia.  and  Appalachian,  Tenn.-7a.-Ky.  marketing  areas.    The  average 
milkfat  test  of  sales  of  fluid  skim  items  in  2h  of  the  27  markets  was 
1.43  percent  in  January.    This  comperes  with  1.28  percent  in  January 
1955  and  1.41  percent  in  December  1955* 

January  dally  receipts  6.4  percent  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  54  Federal  Order 
markets  during  January  were  6.4  percent  greater  than  in  January  1955  and 
4.7  percent  above  December  1955»    In  forty-four  of  the  5k  markets  average 
daily  receipts  during  January  I956  were  above  the  previous  January. 
These  increases  ranged  from  2  percent  in  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  40  percent 
in  Akron,  Ohio.    Receipts  were  at  about  the  same  level  as  a  year  ago  in 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Topeka,  Kans.,  the  Southwest  Kans.  marketing  area, 
Knoxville,  Term,  and  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.    In  the  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
Paducah,  Ky. ,  Memphis  and  Nashville,  Tenn.  markets  and  the  Central 
Mississippi  marketing  area,  receipts  were  lower  than  January  of  last  year. 
Fifty-two  of  the  5^  markets  showed  higher  receipts  in  January  than  ia 
December  1955.    Increases  ranged  as  high  as  17  percent  ia  Ft.  Wayne,  lad. 
In  2  markets,  Muskegon,  Mich,  and  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla. 5  receipts  were 
about  the  same  as  January  of  last  year.    The  average  milkfat  test  of 
receipts  in  all  54  markets  averaged  3.79  percent  in  January  as  compared 
with  3.77  percent  ia  January  1955  and  3.85  percent  in  December  1955. 

Number  of  producers  lower  in  January 

The  number  of  regularly  approved  producers  shipping  milk  to  the  54- 
markets  during  January  I956  was  3.9  percent  lower  than  in  January  I955 
and  0.7  percent  lower  than  December  1955.    Forty-one  of  the  54  markets 
reported  fewer  producers  ia  January  I956  than  a  year  earlier.    In  2 
markets,  the  number  of  producers  was  about  the  same,  but  in  11  markets 
the  number  was  higher.    Decreases  ranged  as  low  as  19  percent  in 
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Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  January  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Jan* 

Tin/, 

ilcCt 

Jan. 

Jan.  1956 

as  %  5/ 

riarKei/ing  area 

±y?o 

T_  _ 

Jan. 

Dec. 

w 

•5/ 

2J 

19!?  5 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

55.1* 

52.1 

53.2 

96 

102 

k.3 

U.3 

U.l* 

103 

102 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass,  •• 

k.k 

5.1 

5.3 

123 

105 

liU.o 

116.8 

119.1* 

105 

102 

50.5 

55.6 

57.1* 

ill* 

103 

17.0 

18.1* 

19.6 

115 

107 

12.0 

12.9 

13.3 

110 

103 

2U0.0 

2U7.0 

25U.3 

106 

103 

Quad  Cities,  Ill.-Iowa.... 

32.0 

35.0 

32.8 

102 

91* 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,Minn. 

7U.8 

75.7 

80.0 

107 

106 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.D. 

6.1* 

5.3 

8.9 

139 

167 

19*6 

21.9 

22.8 

116 

101* 

h.h 

5.7 

6.8 

156 

119 

9.3 

8.9 

9.7 

101* 

109 

Oma  ha -Line  oln-C ounc il 

U3.8 

U3.6 

1*6.9 

107 

108 

77.9 

82.3 

86.1* 

111 

105 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.  ••• 

5U.5 

51.6 

55.1 

101 

107 

5.8 

6.3 

6.5 

113 

101* 

15.6 

15.0 

15.9 

102 

106 

50.7 

1*9.9 

51.2 

101 

102 

Appalachian, Term.  ,Va.&  Ky« 

23.3 

21.3 

21.1 

91 

99 

7.U 

6.5 

6.6 

90 

102 

26.6 

25.8 

28.3 

107 

110 

Tulsa -Muskogee,  Okla.  •••• 

2U.8 

2l*.6 

25.5 

103 

lOi* 

32.7 

36.6 

37.1 

113 

101 

28.5 

31.5 

33.9 

119 

108 

87.2 

85.9 

87.6 

100 

102 

Total  5/ 

1,122.7 

1,11*5.5 

1,190.0 

106.0 

103.9 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which 
reported  data  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

3/  Preliminary. 

%f  Revised. 

5/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

Compiled  by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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Paducah,  Ky.  and  18  percent  in  the  Central  Mississippi  marketing  area. 
In  the  Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.  marketing  area  and  the  Xnoxville,  Tenn. 
market  the  number  of  producers  was  about  the  same.    Increases  in  the 
number  of  producers  ranged  from  1  percent  in  South  Bend-LaPor te,  Ind., 
the  Tri-State,  Ohio-Ky.-W.Va.  marketing  area,  North  Texas  and  San 
Antonio,  Tex.  to  27  percent  in  Akron,  Ohio.    Other  large  increases  were 
8  percent  in  the  Black  Hills  marketing  area  of  North  Dakota  and  7  percent 
in  both  the  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D.  and  Central  West  Texas  markets. 
Compared  with  December  the  number  of  producers  shipping  to  these  5k 
markets  in  January  was  below  the  previous  month  in  2k  markets  ranging  to 
a  low  of  7  percent  in  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.    Producer  numbers  were 
about  the  same  as  December  in  25  markets  with  5  markets  showing  increases 
up  to  6  percent  in  Port  Wayne,  Ind. 

Daily  receipts  per  producer  increase  sharply 

Average  daily  receipts  per  producer  in  the  5k  Federal  Order  markets 
during  January  were  11.0  percent  higher  than  January  1955  and  5»6  percent 
higher  than  December  1955*    Increases  over  a  year  ago  ranged  from  2 
percent  in  the  Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark.  marketing  area  to  27  percent  in  Pt.  Wayne, 
Ind.    Other  large  increases  were  2k  percent  in  Sioux  Palls-Mitchell,  S.  D. 
and  Sioux  City,  la.,  20  percent  in  the  South  Bend-IaPorte,  Ind.  market, 
and  18  percent  in  Cedar  Rapids,  la.    Receipts  per  producer  were  about  the 
same  in  Knoxville,  Term,  hut  1  percent  lower  in  Nashville,  Tenn.  Compared 
with  December,  receipts  during  January  1956  were  higher  in  all  $k  markets. 
These  increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in  Muskegon,  Mich,  and  Kansas  City, 
Mo.-Zans.  and  the  Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.  and  Puget  Sound,  Wash,  market- 
ing areas  to  11  percent  in  Dubuque,  la. 

February  milk  production  makes  leap  year  gain  of  8  percent 

Milk  production  on  farms  in  the  United  States  during  February  1956 
was  estimated  at  9.6  billion  pounds  -  8  percent  more  than  last  year, 
when  February  had  28  days,  and  17  percent  above  the  February  19k5~5k 
average.    On  a  daily  basis,  milk  production  for  February  this  year  ran 
about  5  percent  higher  than  in  1955*    Most  of  the  eastern  half  of  the 
country  was  relatively  warm  and  wet  during  February  and  there  were  heavy 
rains  in  the  Northern  Pacific  Coast  area. 

Milk  production  per  cow  in  crop  reporters'  herds  on  March  1 
averaged  18.96  pounds  and  exceeded  the  previous  record  high  for  the 
date  reported  last  year  by  1.3  pounds  or  about  8  percent.    Per  capita 
milk  production  in  February  1956  averaged  I.98  pounds,  3  percent  above 
the  rate  of  February  last  year  and  a  little  above  the  February  10-year 
average. 
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U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


Fluid  milk  prices  in  early  April  were  -ggneial4y  downward  at  "both 
producer  and  consumer  levels,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported 
today.    Retail  prices  were  lower  in  31  markets  or  ahout  1  in  every  5 
markets  reporting.    Producer  prices  decreased  in  39  markets  or  ahout  1 
in  every  h  markets  reporting.     On  the  other  hand  producer  prices  were 
higher  in  1  market  and  retail  prices  advanced  in  k  markets.  However, 
Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined  in  a  number  of  markets. 

The  average  price  per  single  quart  for  standard  grade  milk  delivered 
to  homes  in  25  major  cities  early  in  April  averaged  23.4-  cents  per  quart. 
This  was  one  tenth  cent  less  than  in  March  and  0.7  cent  per  quart  less 
than  the  price  in  April  of  last  year.    Compared  with  the  1950-5^  average 
for  the  month  the  current  April  25  market  price  was  1.5  cents  per  quart 
higher. 

The  average  "buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3»5  percent  milkfat 
(f.o.h.  city  "basis)  paid  "by  dealers  in  early  April  was  $5.00  per  hundred- 
weight —  13  cents  per  hundredweight  less  than  March.     This  was  ahout  the 
same  as  a  year  earlier  and  compares  with  the  10  year  average  March-April 
decline  of  16  cents.     Class  I  prices  in  8  of  the  9  regions  averaged  "below 
the  previous  month.     The  declines  ranged  from  1  cent  per  hundredweight  in 
the  Mountain  States  to  33  cents  per  hundredweight  in  New  England.  Other 
large  decreases  were  31  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Middle  Atlantic 
region  and  20  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  West  North  Central  States. 
Smaller  decreases  were  11  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  South  Atlantic 
States,  7  cents  in  the  East  South  Central  States,  k  cents  in  the  West 
South  Central  States,  and  2  cents  in  the  East  North  Central  region.  The 
only  increase  reported  was  6  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Pacific  Coast 
region. 

Compared  with  April  of  last  year  Class  I  prices  were  lower  in  h  of 
the  9  regions.    Decreases  ranged  from  k  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the 
South  Atlantic  States  to  31  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Middle  Atlantic. 
Other  decreases  were:    6  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  East  South  Central 
States  and  13  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  West  South  Central  States. 
April  Class  I  prices  in  the  New  England  area  averaged  ahout  the  same  as  in 
April  a  year  earlier.    Increases  over  the  previous  year  were:    12  cents 
per  hundredweight  in  the  Mountain  and  Pacific  Coast  States,  22  cents  in 
the  East  North  Central  area  and  23  cents  in  the  West  North  Central  States. 


(Continued  on  page  11) 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  Crop  Reporting  Board 

Washington,  D.  C. 
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Table  3. -Dealers'  weighted  average  "buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
April  1956,  with  comparisons  ij  2/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3*5$  fat;  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 

Markets 

April 
1955 

March 
1956 

April  1956 

Range 

Average 

Number 

Soilar-s. 

Dc liars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

17 

5.38 

5.71 

3.85-6.19 

5.38 

16 

*  71 
->*  IX 

5-71 

3.47-6.00 

5.40 

East  North  Central* • 

25 

3.83 

•  4.07 

3.64-4.75 

4.05 

West  North  Central*. 

20 

3.91 

•  4.34 

3.36-4.75 

4.14 

26 

6.09 

6*16 

4.01-7.19 

6.05 

East  South  Central*. 

12 

4.91 

*  4.92 

3.74-5.95 

4.85 

15 

5.55 

•  5.46 

4.57-5.86 

5.42 

13 

5.48 

5.61 

4.02-5.99 

5.60 

12 

4,86 

4.92 

4.39-5.90 

4,98 

156 

5.01 

•  5.13 

3.36-7.19 

5.00 

\J    In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  cream  are  the  same. 
zf    Includes  Class  I  prices*  base  or  basic  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective* 
*  Revised. 


Table  4. -Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  25  cities,  April  195b,  with  comparisons  1/  Zj 


(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Market 

1950-54 
Apr.  *▼*, 

apr. 

1955 

Mar. 
1956 

Apr.  1 

1956  1 

Market 

1950-54 
Apr.  av. 

(Apr, 
1 1955 

Mar. 

1956 

Apr. 

1956 

22.0 
23*2 

22&-23 
24fc 

234-24  23-234 

22.8 
22.8 

23* 
24 

24 

25 

24 
25 

Hartford*  Conn.... 

24k 

25 

Washington*  D.  C... 

New  York.  N.  Y«... 

23.1 

26 

25k 

25 

Jacksonville,  Fla.. 

26.0 

27 

27 

27 

Philadelphia.  Pa.. 

21*6 

22* 

24 

23 

23.0 

23 

23 

23 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.... 

22*2 

24 

25 

24 

New  Orleans,  La.... 

24.8 

26* 

26* 

26* 

Cleveland,  Ohio... 

19*6 

19 

21 

21 

22.8 

23 

25 

24 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

20.8 

22 

22 

22 

22.6 

24 

24 

24 

Chicago,  111...... 

23*9 

Sfy 

25-27*  25-27J 

Salt  Lake  City,Utah 

20*6 

22 

22 

22 

21.1 

21 

22* 

24 

Seattle,  Wash...... 

20*5 

21* 

22* 

22i 

Milwaukee,  Wis..** 

19.4 

20 

20 

20 

21.5 

21k 

23 

23 

Minneapolis,  Minn* 

19*8 

21 

23 

23 

San  Francisco  , Calif. 

21*1 

21k 

21k 

2l£ 

Kansas  City,  Mo*** 

20.8 

22 

23 

23 

Los  Angeles , Calif ... 

21.1 

21k 

21k 

21k 

29*2 

19 

21 

21 

25  oities  average. .. 

21.9 

22.7 

23.5 

23.4 

V  "Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.  Grades  vary  between  markets  due  to 
differences  in  determining  factors* 

2/   Prices  are  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  10th  of  the  month. 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  cottage  cheese  in  April  195° 


Cities 


Pound  package 


To  homes 

At  stores 

Cents 

Cents 

35-3S& 

31 

33 

32 

28 

28 

23-29 

25-27 

25-27 

3/  24 

3/  24 

27 

26 

26 

23-28 

23 

28* 

27-32 

24 

24 

12— oz  package 


To  homes  \kt  stores 
"  Cents 


Cents 

24 
19-23 


24 
24 

19 
24 

19-20 

21-  25 

22-  23 
26 

25-29 

25 
24 


6/  26-34 
26 
22 
20 
26 

24-25 


Other  packages 


To  homes     At  stores 


Cents 

y  18 


Boston*  Mass,,. •  • . . • . .« 
Providence*  R,  I, •«,»*, 

Hartford,  Conn,.  

Buffalo*  N,  Y.. ........ 

New  York  City  

Rochester,  N,  Y........ 

Philadelphia*  Pa, ...... 

Pittsburgh*  Pa,.,,  

Cincinnati*  Ohio,  • 

Cleveland*  Ohio,,  

Indianapolis*  Ind ...... 

Chioago*  111......  

Detroit*  Mioh. ......... 

Milwaukee*  Wis  

Minneapolis*  Minn,,.,., 
Des  Moines*  Iowa,,,,... 
Kansas  City*  Mo.-Kans.. 
St,  Louis*  Mo,« ••••*,*« 
Omaha*  Nebr ............ 

Baltimore*  Md  

Washington*  D,  C  

Richmond,  Va».  

Charlotte*  N,  C. ...... 

Miami*  Fla..  

Louisville*  Ky. ........ 

Nashville*  Tenn, ....... 

Birmingham*  Ala,,,.,,,, 
New  Orleans*  La,,,...., 

Oklahoma  City*  Okla.,,, 

Dallas*  Tex  

El  Paso*  Tex. .......... 

Cheyenne*  Wyo,  

Denver  *  Colo,,,,...,.., 
Salt  Lake  City*  Utah.,, 

Seattle*  Wash  

Portland*  Oreg...  

San  Francisco,  Calif,.. 
Los  Angeles*  Calif,,,,, 


27 


28 
27 


27 


28 
31 
29-32 

29-31 


\f    8-oz,  paokage. 

"ej    14g-oz.  package. 

£/    Per  pound  for  5  or  more. 


23 
27 


23-26 
31 

29-32 


25 


26 

24 
32 

22 
25 
24 
21-24 

23 
26 
27 
25 
25 
24 


26 
23 
23 
26 
22 
27 


y  22 

y 

yh 

2/  32 


5/  120 
4/  57 

y  16 


V  2-pound  package, 
5/  5-pound  paokage, 
o/   Higher  price  in  glass. 


yu 


y  no 

4/  57-59 
y  13 


y  17*  y  17$ 


(Continued  from  page  l) 

In  the  Hew  England  States,  April  1956  prices  in  the  Augusta  and 
'Portland  markets  were  down  66  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk 
and  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail.     In  the  4  New  Hampshire  markets  reporting, 
prices  were  lower  "by  1*4  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and  1 
cent  per  quart  at  homes  and  stores.    The  Bellows  Falls  and  Burlington,  Vt. 
markets  reported  1  cent  decreases  in  the  retail  price.    Producer  prices 
in  these  markets  are  not  currently  determined.     In  the  5  Federal  Order 
markets  of  Massachusetts  the  Class  I  price  was  down  kh  cents  per  hundred- 
weight.   Retail  prices  in  these  markets  were  down  one  half  cent  per  quart. 
In  Hartford,  Connecticut  the  Class  I  price  was  unchanged  hut  a  one-half 
cent  per  quart  increase  for  home  delivery  was  reported.    Store  prices 
were  reported  unchanged. 


(Continued  on  page  15) 


Page  12         TABLE  7.  -  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  1  PRICES,  F.  O.  B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,    FEBRUARY  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  ewe 

Blend 
price 

fat 
diff. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  &]o  test 
per  cwt. 

Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5<ft  test 

L>Ci    K,  Tf  L* 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

3.7 

4.47 

7.2 

4.33 

5.29 

3.7 

•  6.12 

7.2 

5.  98 

6.10 

3.7 

5.48 

7.2 

5.34 

5.81 

3.7 

5.  39 

7.2 

5.25 

5.  81 

3.7 

5.  69 

7.2 

5.  55 

5.81 

3.5 

3.99 

5.6 

3.  99 

5.48 

4.0 

*  4.91 

5.0 

4.66 

5. 19 

New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone...  

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Springfield,  Mass.,  City  plants  

Worcester,  Mass.,  City  plants  •  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone  

Philadelphia,  Pa.  

E.  North  Central; 

Akron,  Ohio...  

Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton -Springfield  Grade  A.  

Lima,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohlol/  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne.  Ind......  

South  Bend,  La  Porte   , . 

Chicago  Gr.  A  55-70  mile  zone  ,.. 

Quad  Cities,  ILL  -Iowa  

Rockf ord  -Freeport,  111.  Gr.  A  

Detroit,  Mich.  

Muskegon,  Mich.   .. 

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis.  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth -Superior,  Minn. -Wis...  

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.  

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  la  ,  

Dubuque,  la,...  , 

Sioux  City,  la  4 

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans,  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo„  

St.  Louis,  Mo.  ,  

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark.  , 

Black  Hills,  S.  D...,, ........ ............ 

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls -Mitchell,  S.  D  , 

Omaha -Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.  -Ia..  , 

Topeka,  Kans.  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans....  , 

South  Atlantic: 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va...  

Tri -State;  Huntington  PL,  W.  Va.  

Wheeling,  W.  Va.  .  

E.  South  Central: 

Louisville.  Ky.  ,. . 

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Tenn.  ,  Va.  &  Ky.  

Knoxville,  Term...  

Memphis,  Tenn.....  

Nashville,  Tenn.  

Central  Mississippi  

W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  

Central  Arkansas   

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone  


3.5 
3.5 
3.  5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.  5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.  5 
3.5 


3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3,8 
4.0 
3L5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3,8 
3.8 

ki 


4.11 
4.19 
4.08 
3.91 
3.94 

•  3.76 
4.05 

•  3.98 
3.65 
3.95 
3.  57 
3.  62 

3/  3.  95 

V  4.13 

V  4.13 
r  4.01 

•  3.78 


3.64 
2/  3.56 
~  3.37 
3.59 
4.04 
2/  4.26 
4.51 
4.46 
4.07 
2/5.17 

*  4.47 
3.76 
4.19 
2/  4.23 
~  4.61 
2/  4.56 


7.4 
7.4 
7.3 
7.6 
6.9 
7.5 
6.0 
7.0 
6.6 
6.9 
6.9 
7.3 
6.9 
6.5 
6.5 
6.5 
6.9 


7.2 
7.1 
6.9 
6.9 
7.0 
6.1 
6.9 
6.6 
6.6 
7.0 
9.1 
7.0 
7.0 
6.1 
6.9 
6.9 


4.11 

4.19 

4.08 

3.91 

3.94 

3.  76 

4.  05 
3.  98 
3.65 
3.  95 
3.57 
3.  62 
3.95 
4.13 
4.13 
4.01 
3.78 


3.64 
3.56 
3.37 
3.59 
4.04 
4.08 
4.16 
4.46 
4.07 
5.17 
4.47 
3.76 
3.98 
4.05 
4.40 
4.35 


4.30 

4.60 

4.35 

4.09 

4.22 

4.01 

4.29 

4.18 

4.11 

4.16 

3.96 

4.16 

3.  98 

4.41 

4.36 

4.32 

3.92 

4.27 
3.86 
3.94 
4.06 
4/4.48 
~  4.34 
4.66 
4.64 
4.37 
5,28 
4,53 
4/  4.28 
f/  4.47 
4.34 
4.82 
4,83 


3.5 

4.62 

7.4 

4,62 

4.73 

3.5 

• 

4.52 

6.9 

4.52 

4,61 

3.5 

4.27 

7.3 

4.27 

4,48 

3.8 

4.21 

6.0 

4.03 

4.35 

3.5 

4,72 

6.0 

4,72 

4.72 

4.0 

• 

5.54 

6.9 

5.20 

5.22 

4.0 

4.97 

6.9 

4.62 

4.76 

4.0 

• 

4.99 

6.0 

4.69 

4,80 

4.0 

• 

4.66 

6.9 

4.32 

4.62 

4.0 

• 

5.36 

6.8 

5.02 

5.48 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 

2/  5.15 

6.9 

4.80 

5.06 

"2/  5.23 

6.8 

4.89 

4.80 

• 

5.35 

9.4 

4.88 

5.97 

TABLE  7.  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  1  PRICES.  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  FEBRUARY  1956 
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Marketing  area 

Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 

price  at 
3.  5fo  test 
per  cwt. 

Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5"lo  test 
per  cwt. 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

W.  South  Central:  (Continued) 

4.0 

2/«5.72 

6.9 

5.  38 

5.42 

4.0 

2/  4.85 

6.9 

4.  50 

4.93 

Austin—Warn   Tex      7r»np  1 

4.0 

2/  5.06 

6.9 

4.72 

5.06 

4  0 

7/»  fi  09 

5  78 

5/  5  98 

4.0 

~  5.74 

6.9 

5. 40 

~  5.84 

4.0 

*  6.61 

6.9 

6.  26 

6. 36 

^  48 

u.  u 

U.  Ot7 

4.0 

6.23 

6.3 

5.92 

6.01 

4.0 

5.60 

6.9 

5.26 

5.38 

Mountain; 

3.8 

2/  5.89 

9.7 

5.60 

5.89 

Pacific: 

4.0 

2/  4.72 

7.1 

4.36 

4/  4.86 

Individual-handler  pool.   Weighted  average  of  handlers'  prices. 
1/  Plants  holding  Alliance,  Canton,  or  Massillon  permit. 
7/  February  1956  base  and  excess  prices  at  basic  test: 


c  ase 

Excess 

Austin -Waco 

$  -4.  21 

Black  Hills 

5. 27 

2.82 

Central  Arizona 

6.17 

3.81 

Central  Arkansas 

5.37 

4.  52 

Detroit 

4.23 

3.30 

Fort  Smith 

5.40 

3. 19 

Kansas  City 

4.40 

3.35 

Mpls.  -  St.  Paul 

3.80 

3.  06 

3/Rockford  plants;  Freeport  plants: 

Blend  $3.  60;  Class  I  $3.  94 

Muskegon 
Okla.  City 
Puget  Sound 
Shreveport 
Topeka 

Tulsa  -Muskogee 
Wichita 


Base 

5.06 
4.83 
5.77 
4.45 
5.25 
4.76 


Excess 
$  3.19 
3.16 
3.  30 
5.44 
3.  03 
3.21 
3.15 


Omaha -Lincoln-C.  B.   $4.  77      Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

Sioux  City  4. 78      Puget  Sound 

5/  Austin  7.  50  and  Waco  22.  50  less,  respectively. 
£/  Order  effective  January  1;  pricing  provisions  effective  February  1,  1956 


$4.  38  (100  for  bulk  tank  pickup) 
5. 12  (100  for  bulk  tank  pickup) 


TABLE  8.  -NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OP-  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS  1/ 


City 


Providence,  R.  I.... 
Hartford -New  Haven 
Bridgeport,  Conn.. 

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

EvansviSe,  Ind. .... 

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C... 

Richmond,  Va  

Charleston,  W.  Va.. 
Denver,  Colo  


Net  blended  prices 
paid  for  3.  5% 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 


Dollars 
6. 25 

5.26 
4.58 
4.06 
4.55 
4.78 
5.43 
5.04 
3/  4.94 


Month 


February 

February 

February 

February 

March 

March 

March 

February 

March 


1/  Prices  usuaUy  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I     -  Milk  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  II     -  Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  HI  and/or  IV  -  Milk  used  in  manufacturing  dairy  products. 
A  base  and  surplus  plan  is  often  used  with  these  classifications. 
2/  F.  O.  B.  City  unless  indicated  otherwise. 
3/  Base  price;  surplus  price  $2.  59. 


Dealers'  buying 
prices  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 

Dollars 


6.  63 

5.  90 

6.  06 
4.41 
5.59 
6. 62 
6.25 
5.29 
5.81 
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Table  9. -Fluid  Milk  price  changes,  April  1956  1/ 


Market  by 

geographio 

divisions 


Dealers1  buying  prices  f.o.b. 
city,  Class  I  milk  (3.5<£  fat) 


Apr* 

Mar. 

Apr. 

1955 

1956 

1956 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollar 8 

5*17 

5.83 

5.17 

5*15 

5.59 

5.15 

5.15 

5.59 

5.15 

3.86 

4.21 

5.15 

5.59 

5.15 

5.44 

5.88 

5.44 

5.15 

5.59 

5.15 

5.15 

5.59 

5.15 

5.15 

5.59 

5.15 

5.90 

5.90 

5.90 

Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


Apr. 

1955 


Mar. 
1956 


Apr. 
1956 


NEW  ENGLAND: 

Aug.  &  Portland.  Me  

Concord*  N«  H«  •••••••••«•« 

Man.-^ashua-Ptsmouth,N.H.  • 
Bellows  Falls  &  Burl' ton ,  Vt- 
Boston.  Mass.  ............a 

Fall  River.  Mass  

Lowell-Lawr. ,  Mass  

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Hartford,  Conn  

MEDDLE  AIL  ANTIC: 
Binghamton,  N.  Y. 

Buffalo,  N.  Y  • 

New  York,  N.  Y.  .  ••  ••• 

Atlantic  City,  N*  J*   • 

Camden-Trenton,  N«  J  

Harrisburg,  Pa  •  

Johnstown,  Pa  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Reading,  Pa  

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL: 

Akron,  Ohio...  ••• 


Canton,  Ohio  , 

Toledo,  Ohio  , 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  . 

Alton,  111  , 

Springfield,  111. 
Detroit,  Mich.  .  . 
Lansing,  Mich.  •  •< 


W.  NORTH  CENTRAL : 

Kansas  City,  Mo  .-tans « 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  ....... 

Springfield,  Mo  

Topeka,  Kans  


/.  ......... 


SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 
Washington,  D.  C 
Ale  xandr ia-Arl ing t on ,  Va ... 
Norfolk-Portsmouth,  Va.  ... 

Richmond,  Va.  •  

Wheeling,  W.  Va.  •• 

Miami,  Fla.  ••  

E.  SOUTH  CENTRAL: 
Paducah,  Ky. 


Nashville,  Tenn. 


W.  SOUTH  CENTRAL: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  .... 
Little  Rook,  Ark.  ... 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
Dallas,  Texas ........ 

PACIFIC: 

Spokane ,  Wash.  ...... 


3.72 
3.72 
3.77 
3.77 
3.54 
3.40 
4.30 
3.90 

3.97 
3.76 
3.67 
3.97 

6.39 
6.39 
6.05 
6.05 
4.53 
6.80 

3.72 
4.22 

4.53 

4/5.04 
5.21 

4.81 


4.32 
4.31 
4.14 
3.88 
4.37 
4.25 
4.33 
4.20 

4.30 
4.59 
4.32 
4.30 

6.62 
6.62 
6.25 
6.25 
4.44 
6.80 

4.68 
4.30 


5.01 
4/4.88 
3/5-06 
"  5.22 


5.30 


3.86 
2/3.65 

2/4.75 


4.11 
4.08 
3.98 
4.11 

6.39 
6.39 
6.05 
6.05 
4.01 
6.34 

3.74 
4.22 


4.57 
4/4.58 
4/4.82 
"  5.24 


4.96 


Cents 

211 
Zll 
2l| 
20 

22-I-23 

22* 

22 

22 

22 

24* 


Cents 


1/  All  changes  effective  April  1,  unless  otherwise  noted. 
"2/  Effective  date  not  reported. 
7/  Effective  dates: 
~   Mar.  12  -  Buffalo. 
4/  Negotiated. 


3.85 

3.90 

3.73 

23 

23 

6.00 

6.00 

6.00 

25i 

27 

6.00-6.29 

5.69-5.98 

5.40-5.69 

26 

25* 

5.01 

5.47 

5.07 

26* 

5.01 

5.47 

5.07 

23 

24* 

5.25 

5.65 

5.30 

22 

23 

5.30 

5.70 

5.35 

22 

23 

5.04 

5.44 

5.04 

22* 

24 

5.60 

6.06 

5.60 

24 

25  - 

5.85 

5.85 

5.55 

24 

Cents 

22-  23 
22* 
22* 
20 

23-  23* 

23 

22* 

23 

22* 

25 


23 
3/28| 

25 
2/26 
~  24* 
22* 
22* 
23 
24 
23* 


22 

2/21 

18 

22 

7/21 

20 

22 

-2/21 

21 

23 

~  22 

18 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

21 

22i 

2/24 

19 

21 

?/22i 

22 

23 

23 

19-20 

22-24 

22-2 

22 

23 

23 

23 

23 

17 

24 

25 

25 

24 

25 

25 

24* 

25 

24* 

24 

24* 

24 

22 

23 

23 

26 

26 

25 

25 

24 

22 

23 

22 

22 

23 

23 

22 

23* 

23* 

26 

26 

26 

23 

25 

2/24 

20 

22 

22 
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In  the  Middle  Atlantic  Region,  Binghamton,  N.  Y.  prices  were  1?  cents 
per  hundredweight  lower  for  Class  I  milk.    No  change  was  reported  in  retail 
prices  in  this  market.    Buffalo,  N.  Y.  prices  were  unchanged  at  producer 
levels  for  Class  I  milk  but  retail  prices  were  1^  cents  per  quart  higher 
for  home  delivery  and  prices  at  stores  increased  from  1  to  l£  cents  per 
quart.     In  Hew  York  City,  the  Class  I  price  was  down  29  cents  per  hundred- 
weight and  the  retail  price  was  lower  "by  one-half  cent  per  quart  for  home 
delivery  and  from  one-half  to  1  cent  per  quart  at  stores.     In  Atlantic 
City,  IT.  J.  the  Class  I  price  was  down       cents  per  hundredweight.  Milk 
delivered  to  homes  was  priced  one-half  cent  per  quart  lower.     In  Camden 
and  Trenton,  9.  J.  the  Class  I  price  was  down  kO  cents  per  hundredweight 
"but  retail  prices  were  unchanged.     The  Harrisburg  and  Johnstown,  Pa. 
Class  I  price  was  35  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  March.    Retail  prices 
in  "both  these  markets  were  one-half  cent  per  quart  "below  the  previous  month. 
Philadelphia  reported  a  decline  of       cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I 
milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  for  retail  sales.     In  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  the  Class  1 
price  was  kb  cents  per  hundredweight  "below  March  and  milk  at  homes  and 
stores  was  1  cent  per  quart  lower.    Reading,  Pa.  reported  decreases  of  30 
cents  per  hundredweight  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  for  Class  I  milk  and 
home  delivery  respectively. 

In  the  East  North  Central  region,  retail  prices  were  reported  1  cent 
per  quart  lower  in  Akron,  Canton,  and  Toledo,  Ohio.    Producer  prices  in 
these  markets  are  not  currently  determined.    Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  also  reported 
a  decrease  of  1  cent  per  quart  at  homes  and  stores.    Producer  prices  in 
this  market  are  not  currently  determined.    Alton,  Illinois  reported  a 
decline  of  51  cents  per  hundredweight  in  Class  I  "buying  prices.    No  change 
in  retail  levels  was  reported.    Producer  prices  in  Springfield,  111.  were 
down  60  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  "but  prices  were  unchanged 
at  retail  levels.    Detroit,  Mich,  prices  were  reported  to  "be  1^  cents  per 
quart  higher  for  home  delivery  and  2  cents  per  quart  higher  for  sales  at 
stores  following  the  milk  strike  in  the  latter  days  of  March  and  early  April. 
Class  I  prices  in  this  market  are  not  currently  determined.    Prices  in 
Lansing,  Mich,  were  reported  to  be  1^  cents  per  quart  higher  than  March, 
Estimated  increases  at  producer  levels  were  55  cents  per  hundredweight. 

In  the  West  North  Central  region,  prices  in  the  Greater  Kansas  City, 
Mo.-Kans.  marketing  area  were  19  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  for  Class  I 
milk.    No  change  at  retail  levels  was  reported.    St.  Louis,  Missouri 
reported  a  decrease  of  $1  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  price  for  Class  I 
milk  but  no  change  at  retail  levels.    Springfield,  Mo.  was  lower  by  3/4. 
cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk.    Home  delivery  and  store  sales 
were  reported  at  the  same  level  as  in  March.    Producer  prices  were  19  cents 
per  hundredweight  lower  in  Topeka,  Kans.    A  price  war  in  this  market 
resulted  in  early  April  retail  prices  being  6  cents  per  quart  less  than 
prices  reported  in  March. 

In  the  South  Atlantic  States,  the  Washington,  D.  C.  marketing  area 
Class  I  price  was  23  cents  per  hundredweight  lower.    Retail  prices  were 
unchanged.    The  Norfolk-Portsmouth,  Va.  market  was  lower  by  20  cents  par 
hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  at  retail. 


(Continued  on  back  page) 
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Table  10. -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  February  1956,  with  comparisons  l/ 


Marketing  area 


Feb. 

1955 
3/ 


Jan. 

1956 
2/ 


Feb. 

1956 
2/ 


Feb.  1956  as  %  h/ 


Feb. 

1955 


Jan. 

1956 


Jan. -Feb.  k/ 
1956  of  ~ 
1955 


Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.  • 
Springfield,  Mass.  £/.... 

Worcester,  Mass.  5/7  

New  York,  N.  Y.  6/.  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  7/»... 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  IlL-Iowa... 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul, Minn, 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell, S.D. 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa,  • 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St*  Louis,  Mo  • 

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark.  j/  

Kansas  City,Mo.-Kans.  7/ '• 
Neosho  Valley,Kans.-Mo.7/ 

Topeka,  Kans.  7/  • 

Wichita,  Kans.  7/  • 

Southwest  Kans.-         . .... 

Louisville,  Ky  • 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  7/  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  7/.. 
Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  7/. 

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Puget  Sound,  Wash.  7/..«. 
Total  k/    


1,000 
pounds 

1,966 
108 
268 
U15 
281 

8,792 

2,000 
U38 
250 
1U8 

3,036 
811 
221 

1,115 

eh 
123 
50 

81 

390 
1,067 
20U 
719 
170 
90 
238 
91 
538 
75 
301 
291 
36k 
1,118 


1,000 
pounds 
2,0lU 
110 
282 
U28 

295 
8,882 
1,960 
U57 
265 

151 

3,125 
82U 
222 
1,1U6 
67 
127 
53 
86 

399 
3/1, 07U 
209 
736 
173 
9h 
2hl 
9h 
581 
72 
320 
3/302 
350 
1,137 


1,000 

pounds 
2,03U 
112 
287 

hho 

300 
8,883 
2,036 
U65 
261 

153 
3,205 
855 
229 
1,165 
68 
128 
56 
85 

U08 
1,110 
216 
759 
175 
98 
2U6 
91 
593 
75 
323 
313 
377 
1,179 


Percent  Percent 


Percent 


25,821*     26,279  26,725 


103 

101 

103 

10U 

102 

103 

107 

102 

106 

106 

103 

105 

107 

102 

106 

101 

100 

101 

102 

10U 

101 

106 

102 

106 

10U 

98 

107 

103 

101 

10U 

106 

103 

105 

105 

10U 

105 

104 

103 

10U 

105 

102 

10U 

106 

101 

105 

10U 

101 

105 

112 

106 

109 

105 

98 

107 

105 

102 

105 

10U 

103 

10U 

106 

103 

106 

105 

103 

10U 

103 

101 

103 

109 

105 

109 

103 

102 

101 

100 

97 

101 

110 

102 

110 

100 

103 

99 

167 

101 

106 

108 

10U 

106 

10U 

108 

101 

105 

10U 

105 

103.5 

101#7 

103.3 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in- 
area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 
2/  Preliminary. 
3/  Revised. 

5/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
V  Data  include  skim  items. 

5/  Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  whole  milk. 
"jj  Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers,  as  follows: 


Kansas  City 
Topeka 
Wichita 
Fort  Smith 


23.5 
7.0 
h.k 
3.1* 


1,000  pounds 


Neosho  Valley 
Oklahoma  City 
Puget  Sound 

Stark  County 

Compiled  by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 


10.8 
8.2 
33.0 
3.8 


Ozarks 

Southwest  Kans. 
Tulsa-Muskogee 


3.2 
3.3 
2.8 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  FEBRUARY  1956,  WITH  COMPARISONS 

February  whole  milk  sales  3.5  percent  above  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  32  Federal  Order  markets 
during  February  1956  were  3*5  percent  higher  than  February  last  year  and 
1.7  percent  above  January  195b,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported 
today.     Thirty  of  the  32  markets  with  available  data  on  in-area-sales 
reported  higher  sales  than  in  February  a  year  earlier.     These  ranged  from 
1  to  12  percent.     In  the  Southwest    Kans.  marketing  area  and  the  Ft.  Smith, 
Ark.  market,  sales  were  about  the  same.    Compared  with  January,  sales  were 
higher  in  28  markets  with  increases  ranging  from  1  to  8  percent. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area,  average  daily  sales 
during  February  were  1  percent  greater  than  February  1955  "but  were  about 
the  same  as  January  195°.    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  this  market  for  the 
first  two  months  of  the  year  were  1  percent  above  the  corresponding  period 
in  1955. 

In  the  remaining  31  markets,  whole  milk  sales  during  February  were  4.8 
percent  greater  than  February  1955  and  2.6  percent  greater  than  January  1956. 
Sales  for  the  first  2  months  of  the  year  for  these  31  markets  were  6.0 
percent  higher  than  for  the  similar  period  of  1955*    Among  the  markets, 
increases  in  total  sales  in  the  first  2  months  of  the  year  over  the  same 
period  in  1955  ranged  from  1  to  10  percent.     The  average  milkfat  test  of 
whole  milk  sales  during  Februarjr  was  3»57  percent  as  compared  with  3«59 
percent  in  February  1955  and  3*57  percent  in  January  1956. 

Sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  continue  sharply  above  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (commonly  . 
known  as  half-and-half)  during  February  in  26  of  the  32  Federal  Order 
markets  (all  5  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  were  10.4 
percent  above  February  1955  and  3«0  percent  above  January.    Sales  of  milk 
and  cream  mixtures  during  February  were  above  a  year  earlier  in  22  of  the 
26  markets  with  increases  of  one-fifth  or  more  in  the  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind. ;  Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kans. ;  Topeka,  Kans.;  Louisville,  Ky. ; 
and  Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.  markets.    Of  this  group,  the  markets  with  half- 
and-half  sales  in  February  below  a  year  earlier  were  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell, 
S.  D. ;  Dubuque,  Iowa;  Sioux  City,  Iowa;  and  the  Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark. ,  marketing 
area  with  decreases  ranging  from  1  to  6  percent.    Sales  of  milk  and  cream 
mixtures  during  February  were  above  January  in  all  markets  excepting  the 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D.  and  the  Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark.  marketing  areas. 
Increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in  the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.;  Sioux 
City,  Iowa;  Topeka,  Kans. ;  and  Fort  Smith,  Ark.  markets  to  12  percent  in 
Philadelphia,  Pa.     The  average  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold  during 
February  1956  was  11.6  percent  as  compared  with  11.7  percent  in  February 
a  year  earlier  and  11.6  percent  in  January. 
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(Continued  from  page  1?) 

Fluid  cream  sales  in  February  below  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  during  February  I956  in 
2?  of  the  32  Federal  Order  markets  (h  of  the  5  Massachusetts  markets  and 
New  York  City  excluded)  were  U»k  percent  below  February  last  year  but  iwO 
percent  above  January  1956.    Fluid  cream  sales  were  below  a  year  earlier  in 
22  of  the  2?  markets.     Declines  were  substantial  in  several  markets:  10 
percent  in  Cedar  Rapid? ,  Iowa;  Topeka,  Kans. ;  Fort  Smith,  Ark.;  11  percent 
in  the  Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa  marketing  area;  12  percent  in  the  Omaha- 
Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  Iowa-Neb.  marketing  area;  1U  percent  in  Wichita, 
Kans.  and  15  percent  in  the  Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark.  marketing  area.    Fluid  cream 
sales  in  February  on  a  daily  basis  were  up  1  percent  from  the  previous  year 
in  the  Stark  County,  Ohio  marketing  area  and  the  Louisville,  Ky.  market  and 
8  percent  above  in  the  Fall  River,  Mass.  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  markets. 
Compared  with  January,  fluid  cream  sales  in  February  were  higher  in  2k  of 
the  27  markets.     Increases  ranged  from  1  percent  in  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell, 
S.  D.  and  Louisville,  Ky.  to  21  percent  in  the  Dubuque,  Iowa  market.  The 
average  milkfat  content  of  cream  sold  during  February  1956  was  22.8  percent, 
unchanged  from  February  last  year  but  slightly  above  the  22.7  percent 
average  fat  content  in  January  195°. 

February  skim  milk  sales  above  1955 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  February  in  the  29 
Federal  Order  markets  for  which  data  on  in-ar ea-sales  are  available  were 
5*9  percent  higher  than  February  last  year  and  it. 9  percent  higher  than 
January  1956.     Twenty-four  of  the  29  markets  showed  higher  sales.  These 
increases  ranged  from  2  percent  in  Louisville,  Ky.  to  52  percent  in  Dubuque, 
Iowa.     In  Boston,  Mass.  sales  were  about  the  same  as  last  year  but  in  h 
markets  were  lower.    Compared  with  January,  sales  in  25  of  the  29  markets 
were  higher.    Four  markets  reported  lower  sales  than  the  previous  month. 
Cumulative  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  products  in  the  first  two  months  of  1956 
were  6.5  percent  greater  than  for  the  same  period  in  1955*     ^e  average 
milkfat  test  of  sales  of  fluid  skim  items  in  2k  of  the  29  markets  was  1.^8 
percent.     This  may  be  compared  with  1.32  percent  for  February  1955  and  1.47 
percent  for  January  1956. 

Milk  receipts  during  February  7.1  percent  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  during  February  in  5^ 
Federal  Order  markets  were  7»1  percent  above  February  last  year  and  4«5 
percent  above  January.     In  kB  of  the  5^  markets,  average  daily  receipts 
during  February  were  above  both  February  1955  and  January  1956.  Receipts 
in  17  of  these  markets  were  10  percent  or  more  above  a  year  earlier  with 
increases  of  25,  30,  and  33  percent  in  the  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa;  Akron,  Ohio; 
and  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D.  markets,  respectively.    Daily  receipts  in 
February  were  about  the  same  as  a  year  ago  in  Topeka, , Kans.  However, 
receipts  were  below  a  year  earlier  in  the  Fort  Smith,  Ark.;  Paducah,  Ky. ; 
Tulsa- Muskogee,  Okla. ;  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  markets  and  the  Central 
Mississippi  and  Southwest  Kansas  marketing  areas.    Compared  with  January, 
increases  in  daily  receipts  ranged  from  1  to  9  percent  except  in  the 
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Table  12.-Average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  February  1956,  with  comparisons  l/  2/ 


Marketing  area 

Feb. 

Jan-. 

Feh. 

Feb.  1956  as  $  5/ 

Jati  -  — F  All 

1955 

1956 

1956 

Feb. 

Jan. 

1956  of 

4/ 

3/ 

L  mi  

3/ 

1955 

1956 

1955  5/ 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Pp  Y»f*  AT) 
*              Oil  u 

Percent 

56.3 

53.2 

56.4 

100 

106 

99 

4.3 

4.4 

4.7 

110 

108 

107 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.  . • 

4.5 

5.3 

4.8 

107 

89 

115 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

122.6 

119.4 

126.1 

103 

106 

104 

52.8 

57.4 

60.5 

114 

105 

114 

18.1 

19.6 

19.8 

110 

101 

113 

13.0 

13.3 

13.7 

105 

103 

108 

258.8 

254.3 

266.4 

103 

105 

105 

63.7 

66.1 

71.1 

112 

107 

113 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa  ... 

34.5 

32.8 

37.9 

110 

116 

106 

Minneapolis-St.Paul,  Minn. 

86.7 

4/89.5 

92.6 

107 

103 

108 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.E. 

7.0 

8.9 

8.4. 

121 

95 

130 

21.3 

22.8 

23.3 

109 

102 

113 

4.9 

6.8 

7.4 

152 

109 

154 

9.7 

9.7 

10.7 

111 

110 

107 

Omaha-Lincoln-C  ounci 1 

45.5 

46.9 

49.0 

108 

104 

107 

96.5  4/102.1 

111.7 

116 

109 

113 

24.7 

26.5 

26  .0 

105 

98 

110 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.  ... 

57.1 

55.1 

58.5 

99 

103 

100 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.  . 

12.2 

13.8 

14.7 

121 

107 

lie 

6.1 

6.5 

6.9 

11? 

105 

113 

15.9 

15.9 

16.3 

103 

102 

102 

2.8 

2.6 

2.7 

95 

103 

95 

52.5 

51.2 

53.3 

102 

104 

101 

7.4 

6.6 

6.7 

90 

102 

90 

27.0 

28.3 

28.0 

104 

99 

105 

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

25.1 

4/25.6 

25.9 

103 

102 

103 

30.5 

33.9 

34.6 

114 

102 

116 

92.4 

87.6 

91.8 

99 

105 

100 

Total  5/ 

1,253.7  4/1,266.0 

1,327.9 

105.9 

104.9 

106.5 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area 
data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

3/  Preliminary. 

4/  Revised. 

5/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

Compiled  "by  Standardization  and  Program  XHvelopment  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn,  market  where  receipts  jumped  20  percent  from 
January.     In  the  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  market  and  the  Southwest  Kansas 
marketing  area  average  daily  receipts  during  February  were  about  the  same 
as  in  January  hut  in  the  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.  and  Topeka,  Kans. ;  Memphis, 
Term. ;  and  Fort  Smith,  Ark.  markets,  receipts  were  down  1  percent.  The 
average  milkfat  content  of  milk  received  at  the  5^  markets  was  3»7^  percent, 
the  same  as  a  year  earlier  "but  down  seasonally  from  the  January  average  of 
3*79  percent. 

Fewer  producers  shipping  milk  to  Federal  Order  markets  in  February 

The  number  of  regularly  approved  producers  shipping  milk  to  the  5^ 
markets  during  February  was  almost  178,000,  down  4.1  percent  from  the 
February  1955  number  and  0.5  percent  below  January.     In  forty-one  of  the 
markets,  producer  numbers  were  down  from  February  last  year.     In  the  Tri- 
State,  Ohio-Ky.-W.Va. ,  marketing  area  and  the  Knoxville,  Tenn.  market 
numbers  were  about  the  same  as  a  year  ago  but  in  11  markets  the  number  of 
producers  increased  over  a  year  ago.     In  markets  showing  decreases, 
declines  generally  ranged  from  1  to  17  percent.     On  the  other  hand,  in 
markets  showing  more  producers  in  February,  increases  ranged  from  1  to  19 
percent.    Compared  with  January,  the  number  of  producers  shipping  to  the 
54  Federal  Order  markets  during  February  was  lower  in  21  markets,  about 
the  same  in  26  markets  and  above  January  in  7  markets. 

Receipts  per  producer  increase  sharply 

Receipts  of  milk  in  54  Federal  Order  markets  during  February  averaged 
456  pounds  per  day  per  producer.     This  was  47  pounds,  or  11.5  percent, 
above  the  February  1955  average  and  4.8  percent  above  January.  Average 
daily  receipts  per  producer  in  February  were  above  a  year  earlier  in  all 
markets  excepting  Memphis,  Tenn.  where  average  daily  shipment  declined  3 
percent.    Daily  deliveries  during  February  averaged  20  percent  or  more 
above  the  previous  year  in  the  South  Bend-LaPorte,  Ind. ;  Sioux  City,  Iowa; 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D. ;  and  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  markets  with  a  40  per- 
cent increase  shown  in        Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.    In  31  other  markets 
increases  of  10  percent  or  more  were  recorded.    Compared  with  January, 
average  daily  receipts  in  February  were  up  seasonally  in  all  but  2  markets. 

Milk  yoduction  seasonally  above  last  year 

Production  of  milk  on  farms  in  the  United  States  during  March  totaled 
11.0  billion  pounds  —  5  percent  above  March  last  year  and  13  percent  above 
^the  1945-5^  average  for  the  month.    On  a  daily  basis,  production  for  the 
month  was  7«6  percent  above  February.    This  may  be  compared  with  an  average 
daily  increase  ot  7.2  percent  from  February  to  March  1955  and  an  average  of 
7.7  percent  for  the  same  months  in  the  1945-5^  period.    Per  capita  milk 
production  during  March  at  2.14  pounds  per  day  was  4  percent  above  the  rate 
of  a  year  earlier  and  2  percent  above  the  10-year  average. 
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(Continued  from  page  15) 


The  Richmond,  Va.  market  also  reported  price  decreases  of  20  cents  per 
hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  for  milk  at 
retail.     In  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  the  Class  I  price  was  43  cents  per  hundred- 
weight "below  March.    Retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged  in  this  market. 
The  Class  I  price  in  Miami,  Fla.  was  46  cents  per  hundredweight  'below  March. 
Retail  prices  for  April  have  not  as  yet  "been  reported. 

In  the  East  South  Central  area,  Paducah,  Ky.  prices  were  reported  to  he 
lower  "by  94  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  at 
both  homes  and  stores.     In  Nashville,  Tenn.  the  Class  I  price  was  8  cents 
per  hundredweight  below  March  and  retail  prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower. 

In  the  West  South  Central  States,  Fort  Smith,  Ark.  prices  were  44  cents 
per  hundredweight  lower  and  Little  Rock,  Ark.  prices  were  30  cents  per 
hundredweight  below  March.    No  change  was  reported  in  either  of  these 
markets  for  milk  sold  at  homes  and  stores.     Oklahoma  City  Class  I  prices 
were  24  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  but  retail  prices  were  unchanged. 
Dallas,  Tex.  reported  a  1       cent  decline  in  the  home  delivery  price.  Class 
I  prices  in  this  market  were  virtually  unchanged. 

No  change  was  reported  from  the  Mountain  States. 

On  the  Pacific  Coast,  the  Class  I  price  in  Spokane,  Wash,  was  down  34 
cents  per  hundredweight  but  retail  prices  were  unchanged. 
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FLUID   MILK  AND   CREAM  REPORT 
MAY  1956 

°1  May   1  7,    1  95  6 

Fluid  milk  prices  in  early  May  showed  widespread  changes  at  "both 
producer  and  consumer  levels,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported 
today.    Price  changes  ranged  from  unseasonal  upward  adjustments  in  most 
major  markets  mainly  in  Central  sections  of  the  country  to  usual  seasonal 
declines  in  the  New  England  States.    Retail  prices  were  higher  in  46  markets, 
or  about  1  in  every  3  markets  reporting.    Producer  prices  increased  in  42 
markets,  or  about  1  in  every  4  markets  reporting.    On  the  other  hand,  retail 
prices  were  lower  in  16  markets,  or  1  in  every  10  markets  reporting,  and 
producer  prices  in  13  markets,  or  about  1  in  every  12  markets  reporting. 
However,  Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined  in  a  number  of  markets. 

The  outstanding  development  in  the  early  May  fluid  milk  price  picture 
was  the  suspension  of  seasonal  price  reductions  and  certain  amending  actions 
in  most  Federal  Order  markets.    These  adjustments  extend  through  July  for 
most  markets  and  consist  mainly  of  elimination  for  this  year  of  the  usual 
spring  and  early  summer  seasonal  decline  in  Class  I  price  paid  by  dealers 
for  milk.    Effects  of  the  actions  on  May  Class  I  prices  were  to  raise  prices 
higher  than  they  would  have  otherwise  been  by  46  cents  in  49  of  these 
markets.    In  5  markets  the  Class  I  price  adjustments  range  from  a  flat 
increase  of  15  cents  per  hundredweight  in  May  prices  for  Doluth,  Minn,  to 
65  cents  per  hundredweight,  effective  in  mid  April,  for  Toledo,  Ohio.  Other 
markets  and  amount  of  adjustments  in  May  prices  are:    Dubuque  and  Quad 
Cities  37  cents;  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn,  and  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  50  cents; 
and  New  York  City  27  cents.    In  general,  retail  prices  increased  1  cent  per 
quart  in  these  markets,  with  a  range  from  ^  to  2  cents  per  quart,  with  a  few 
markets  holding  May  resale  prices  unchanged.    No  adjustments  in  Class  I 
prices  have  been  made  for  the  New  England  markets,  Philadelphia,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  Paget  Sound,  Wash,  and  the  Inland  Empire  marketing  area  of  Idaho  and 
Washington. 

The  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3»5  percent  milkfat  (f.o.b. 
city  basis)  paid  by  dealers  in  early  May  was  $5.16  per  hundredweight,  24 
cents  above  the  May  1955  average  and  42  cents  per  hundredweight  above  the 
1945-5^  average  for  the  month.    The  current  May  average  was  16  cents  per 
hundredweight  above  April  -  the  third  time  in  the  21  years  of  record  that 
May  Class  I  prices  have  avoraged  above  April.    On  the  average  Class  I  buying 
prices  have  declined  11  cents  per  hundredweight  from  April  to  May.  By 
regions,  changes  in  May  Class  I  prices  from  April  varied  sharply  from  a 
decrease  of  23  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  New  England  area  to  increases 
of  39  and  49  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  West  North  Central  and  East 
North  Central  regions,  respectively.    All  other  areas  showed  increases  in 
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Table  3»-Dealers'  weighted  average  'buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  "by  regions, 
May  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 

(Per  hundredweight  -  3»5$  fat;  weighted  fry  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 


Markets 


1955 


April 
1956 


May  1956 


Range 


Average 


New  England  

Kiddle  Atlantic.... 
Bast  North  Central, 
West  North  Central. 
South  Atlantic  .... 
East  South  Central. 
West  South  Central, 
Mountain. • ••••••••« 

Paoifio  

United  States  .... 


Number 
17 
16 
25 
20 
26 
12 
15 
13 
12 


Dollars 
5.16 
5,351 
3.90 
3.90 
6.08 
4.90 
5.49 

5.51 
4.86 


Dollars 
5.38 
5.40 

•  4.09 

4.14 
6.05 

•  4.89 
5.42 

•  5.62 

•  4.92 


Dollars 
3.66-5.90 

3.35- 6.00 
4.00-5.26 

3.36-  5.28 
4.65-7.19 

3.75-5.95 
4.90-6.30 

4.20-6.24 

4.39-5.90 


Dollars 
5.15 
5.40 
4.58 

4.53 
6.06 

5.24 
5.79 
5.75 
4.9  3 


156 


4.92 


3.36-7.19 


5,16 


In  some  markets  the  prioes  paid  for  fluid  mi  He  and  fluid  cream  are  the  same. 
Includes  Class  I  prioes*  base  or  basio  prioe  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 
Revised. 

Table  4. -Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  25  cities,      May  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 

(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Market 


1950-54 
May  »v» 


May 

1955 


Apr  1 
1956 


May 

1956 


Market 


1950-54 
May  av.[ 


1955 


Apr. 

1956 


May 

1956 


Boston,  Mass..... 
Hartford,  Conn... 
New  York,  N.  Y... 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa... 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Indianapolis,  Ind 
Chicago ,  111..... 
Detroit,  Mich.... 
Milwaukee,  Wis... 
Minneapolis,  Minn 
Kansas  City,  Mo.. 
Omaha,  Nebr...... 


22.0       22-22*   23-23*  22*-23 

23.2  24  25  25 

22.5  24*  25  25 

21.6  22*  23  23 
22.4  24  24  24 
19.4  19  21  22 
20.4  22  22  22 
23.4  25*  25-27*  26-28J 
21*0  21  24  24 
19,2  20  20  22 
19.8  21  23  24 
20*4  22  23  24 
m.Q  19  21  21 


Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C... 
Jacksonville,  Fla.. 
Louisville,  Ky..... 

New  Orleans,  La.... 

Dallas,  Texas...... 

Denver,  Colo....... 

Salt  Lake  City,Utah 
Seattle,  Wash...... 

Portland,  Ore...... 

San  Franoisoo, Calif. 
Los  Angeles , Calif ... 
25  oities  average. .. 


22.6 

23* 

24 

24 

22.8 

24 

25 

25 

26.0 

27 

27 

27 

23.0 

23 

23 

25 

24.9 

26* 

26* 

26* 

22.6 

23 

24 

26 

22.6 

24 

24 

25 

20.6 

22 

22 

22 

20.2 

21* 

22* 

23 

21.5 

21* 

23 

24 

21.1 

21* 

21* 

21* 

21.1 

21* 

21* 

22* 

21.8 

22.6 

23.4 

23.9 

~y  •Standard  grade*  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.  Grades  vary  between  markets  due  to 
differences  in  determining  factors. 

2/   Prioes  are  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  10th  of  the  month. 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  cottage  cheese  in  May  19^6 


Cities 


Pound  package 


To  homes     At  stores 


12-02  package 


To  homes    At  stores 


Other  packages 


To  homes    At  stores 


Boston,  Mass*  •  ••  

Providence,  R.  I«  ••••• 
Hartford,  Conn*  .*••••• 

Buffalo,  N.  Y  

New  York  City  

Rochester,  N.  Y.  •••••• 

Philadelphia,  Pa*  ••••• 

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Cincinnati,  Ohio.....*. 
Cleveland,  Ohio. •*••••• 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  •••• 

Chicago,  111*  •  • 

Detroit,  Mich*  •••••••• 

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Minneapolis,  Minn.  ••«• 
Des  Moines,  Iowa*.....* 
Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kan s. . 
St*  Louis,  Mo*  •••••••• 

Omaha,  Nebr.  •••  •• 

Baltimore,  Md  •• 

Washington,  D.  C*  *•••• 

Richmond,  7a.  ••••••••• 

Charlotte,  N.  C. 

Miami,  Fla  

Louisville,  Ky.  .*.*••• 
Nashville,  Tenn.  •••••• 

Birmingham,  Ala.  *.*••• 
New  Orleans,  La*  •••••• 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  *• 

Bellas,  Tex  

£1  Paso,  Tex  

Cheyenne,  Wyo*  •••••*•. 

Denver,  Colo*  •••*.*••• 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. * . 
Seattle,  Wash.  •••••••• 

Portland,  Oreg**. •••••• 

San  Francisco,  Calif*  • 
Los  Angeles,  Calif*  ••• 


Cents 
35-35^ 

33 
28 
35 
28 


25-27 


3/  24 


26 
27 


23 

29| 

24 


27 


30 
29 

30 
25 
27 


28 
31 
29-32 


Cents 
31 

32 

m 

23-29 
25-27 


3/  24 
28 
25-27 


Cents 


25 


24 


25 
29 

24 

24 


27 

24 

33 

m 

23 
25 
24 
21-24 

23 
26 
27 
25 
25 
24 


26 
23 
23 
26 
22 


Cents 


24 


19-23 


% 

22-23 
24 

19-24 

m 

22-23 
26 
25-29 

m 

25 
24 


el  26-34 

26 
22 
20 
26 


23-26 
31 

29-32 


1/  8-oz.  package* 
"z/  14g-oz*  package* 
3/ 


Cents  Cents 

l/22  1/  18 

mm  mw 

1/  20| 

1/17  1/  17 

2/  30-32 


5/120 
4/  57 

1/  16 


5/115 
4/57-59 

1/  13 
5/125 


1/  17|      1/  17| 


tj  Per  pound  for  5  or  more* 


4/  2-pound  package. 
"§/  5— pound  package . 
"5/  Higher  Price  in  glass. 


(Continued  from  page  1) 

May  Class  I  buying  prices  except  the  Middle  Atlantic  region  where  prices 
were  practically  unchanged  from  April.    Increases  per  hundredweight  in  the 
other  areas  were:    1  cent  in  the  Pacific,  13  cents  in  the  Mountain  States, 
and  35  and  37  cents  in  the  East  and  West  South  Central  regions,  respectively. 

Compared  with  May  last  year,  current  Class  I  buying  prices  were  higher 
in  7  of  the  9  regions*    Slight  decreases  averaging  1  cent  per  hundredweight 
below  May  1955  ia  Class  I  prices  occurred  in  the  New  Eigland  and  Seuth 
Atlantic  regions.    In  the  other  regions  increases  per  hundredweight  oTer  a 
year  ago  were:    1  cent  in  the  Middle  Atlantic,  7  cents  in  the  Pacific,  2k 


(Continued  on  page  16) 
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TABLE  7.  -MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  MARCH  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 

3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 


Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

3.7 

A  1^ 

7.2 

4.01 

5.  07 

3.7 

* 

S  Q9 

7.2 

5.78 

5.88 

3.7 

^  9A 

7.2 

5.10 

5.  59 

3.7 

^  11 

0.  11 

7.2 

4.  97 

5.  59 

3.7 

R  A^ 

7.2 

5.29 

5.  59 

3.  5 

0.  DO 

5.6 

3.  68 

5.  07 

4.0 

• 

A  QK 
4.  80 

5.  0 

4.60 

5. 19 

3.  5 

4.  1)0 

7.  3 

4.  06 

4.  32 

3.  5 

A  1£f 

4.  lb 

7.4 

4.16 

4.  63 

3.  5 

4.  Do 

7.  3 

4.  05 

4. 37 

3.  5 

3.97 

7.  8 

3.  97 

4.  20 

3!  5 

0  on 

3.  87 

6  9 

3.  87 

4.  22 

3.  5 

* 

3.75 

7.5 

3.75 

4.  03 

3.  5 

a  m 
4.  01 

6.  0 

4.  01 

4.  31 

3.5 

• 

0.  ao 

7.0 

3.  96 

4.14 

3.  5 

-3.  49 

6  6 

3.  49 

3.  88 

3i  5 

0.  to 

6.  9 

3.  73 

3.  92 

3.  5 

0 1 

0.  44 

6.  9 

3.44 

3.72 

3.  5 

0  si 
0.  01 

7.  3 

3.  51 

4.  01 

3.  5 

0/ 

Q  T9 

6.  9 

3.72 

3.  74 

3.5 

A  AT 

6.  5 

4.  03 

4.  33 

3.  5 

0.  yo 

6.  5 

3.  96 

4.  26 

3.5 

a  IT 

0/ 

O.  oD 

6.  5 

3.86 

4.  22 

3.5 

* 

0.  Do 

6.  9 

3.  59 

3.68 

3.5 

O  CO 

O.  OO 

7.2 

3.  58 

4.26 

3.5 

9/ 

0.  uo 

7.1 

3.  53 

3.84 

3.  5 

3.  36 

6.  9 

3.  36 

3.  91 

3.5 

6.9 

3.45 

3.91 

3.5 

4.01 

7.0 

4.  01 

4/  4.45 

3.8 

9/ 

A  iA 

6.1 

3.  96 

~  4.30 

4.0 

_' 

A  <?1 

6.9 

3.  96 

4.61 

3.5 

4.  35 

6.6 

4.35 

4.59 

3.  5 

3.85 

6.6 

3.85 

4.32 

3.5 

2/ 

5. 13 

7.0 

5. 13 

5.  23 

3.  5 

w 

4.45 

9.1 

4. 45 

4.48 

3.5 

3.80 

7.0 

3.80 

4/  4.28 

3.8 

4.18 

7.0 

3.  97 

V  4.44 

3.8 

2/ 

4.25 

6.1 

4.07 

~  4.30 

3.8 

4.50 

6.9 

4.29 

4.78 

3.8 

2/ 

4.47 

6.9 

4.  26 

4.79 

3.5 

2/ 

4.61 

7.4 

4.  61 

4.69 

3.5 

w 

4.35 

6.9 

4.35 

4.63 

3.5 

2/ 

4.24 

7.3 

4.24 

4.44 

New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone  

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. ,  City  plants 

Springfield,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Worcester,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone  

Philadelphia,  Pa  , 

E.  North  Central; 

Akron,  Ohio.  

Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Grade  A.  

Cleveland,  Ohio  , 

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton-Springfield  ,  Grade  A.  

Lima,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  1/  , 

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  

South  Bend,  La  Porte  

Chicago  Gr.  A  55-70  mile  zone  

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockford-Freeport,  111.  Gr.  A.  

Detroit,  Mich  

Muskegon,  Mich  , 

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis  ;  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth -Superior,  Minn.  -  Wis  

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn  , 

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la  

Dubuque,  la  

Sioux  City,  la  , 

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans  , 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo  

St.  Louis,  Mo.  

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark  

Black  Hills,  S.  D  , 

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D  

Omaha-Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.  -Ia. . 

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kansas.  

Wichita,  Kans  , 

South  Atlantic: 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va  

Tri -State;  Huntington  PL  ,  W.  Va. . . . 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.  

E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky.  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Tenn. ,  Va.  &  Ky  

Knoxville,  Tenn.  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Nashville,  Tenn.  

Central  Mississippi.  

W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone  


3.8 

4.18 

6.0 

4.00 

4.36 

3.5 

4.71 

6.0 

4.71 

4.68 

4.0 

* 

5. 10 

6.9 

4.76 

4.78 

4.0 

4.76 

6.9 

4. 42 

4.64 

4.0 

2/* 
"2/* 

27* 

4.  55 

6.0 

4.25 

4.  38 

4.0 

4.27 

6.9 

3.  92 

4.30 

4.0 

4.82 

6.7 

4.48 

5.  02 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 


2/  5.00 
V  4.  71 
2/r  5.15 


6.9 
6.8 
8.  5 


4.66 
4.37 
4.72 


5.  01 
4/  4.  38 
~  5.86 


Page  13 


TABLE  7.  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.  O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  MARCH  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
3.  5<7o  test 
per  cwt. 

Minimum 
Class  I 

price  at 
3.  5°/o  test 

per  cwt. 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

4.0 

2/*  5.44 

6.8 

5. 10 

5. 18 

4.  0 

~~  2/  4.79 

6.  9 

4.44 

4.97 

4.0 

2/  4.88 

6.9 

4.54 

5.01 

4.0 

2/«"  5.59 

6.3 

5.  28 

5/  5.62 

4.0 

5.  26 

6.  9 

4.  92 

*™     c  An 

5.  47 

4.0 

*  6.06 

6.9 

5.  72 

5.  78 

4.0 

5.  03 

6.  0 

4.73 

5.  22 

4.0 

5.  81 

6.3 

5.50 

5.64 

4.0 

5. 19 

6.8 

4.85 

5.02 

3.8 

2/  5.87 

9.7 

5.  58 

5.85 

4.0 

2/  4.  60 

7.2 

4.24 

4/  4.81 

W.  South  Central:  (Continued) 

Shreveport,  La...  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin -Waco,  Tex. ,  Zone  1.  , 

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone. 

Corpus  Christi,  Tex  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Tex.  , 

Texas  Panhandle  


Mountain; 
Central  Arizona. 


Pacific: 
puget  Sound,  Wash. 


Individual -handler  pool.   Weighted  average  of  handlers'  prices.   1/  Plants  holding  Alliance,  Canton,  or  Massillon 
permit.   2/  March  1956  base  and  excess  prices  at  basic  test: 


Base 

Austin -Waco  $5.  96 
Black  Hills  5.  26 
Central  Ari  zona  6. 16 


3/ 


5/ 


Central  Ark. 
Central  Miss. 
Chicago 
Clarksburg 
Detroit 


4.78 
5. 18 
3.  53 
4.70 
4.15 


Excess 
$375T 
2.82 
4.21 
4.41 
3.61 
3.13 
4.17 
3.  22 


Fort  Smith 
Kansas  City 
Memphis 
Mpls.  -St.  Paul 
Muskegon 
Nashville 
Neosho  Valley 
New  Orleans 

Rockford  plants;  Freeport  plants:  Blend  $3. 42;. Class  I  $3. 70. 
Negotiated  price: 

Omaha-Lincoln-C.  B.    $4. 74     Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

Sioux  City  4. 75     Puget  Sound 

Austin  7.  50  and  Waco  22.  50  less,  respectively. 
Supplemental  payment  of  680  per  cwt.  paid  by  handlers  for  milk  diverted  to  Class  II  uses. 


Base 
$5735 
4.32 

4.  69 
3.  77 
4.12 
4.47 
4.60 

5.  51 


Excess 
$3.  36 
3.10 
3.68 
3.06 
3.  09 
3.  35 
3.20 
3. 16 


Okla.  City 
Puget  Sound 
Shreveport 
Topeka 
Tulsa-Muskc 
Wheeling 
Wichita 


Base 

Excess 

$5708 

$3.11 

4.74 

3.29 

5. 52 

5.11 

4.48 

3.03 

ee  5.18 

3.17 

4.43 

3.  38 

4.70 

3.18 

$4.  28  (plus  10^  for  bulk  tank  pickup) 
5. 12  (plus  100  for  bulk  tank  pickup) 


Central  Ark. 
Okla.  City 


$4.88 
5.06 


TABLE  8.  -NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS  1/ 


City 

Net  blended  prices 
paid  for  3.  5<7o 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 

Month 

Dealers'  buying 
prices  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Providence,  R.  I  

5.82 

March 

6. 19 

Hartford -New  Haven - 

3/  5.20 

March 

5.90 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.  

4.50 

March 

6.  06 

4.04 

March 

4.39 

4.33 

April 

5.59 

Washington,  D.  C  

4/  4.  05 

April 

6.  39 

"4.94 

April 

6.  05 

Charleston,  W.  Va.  

5.  08 

March 

5.29 

5/  4.76 

April 

5.81 

1/   Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I       -Milk  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  II      -Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  HI  and /or  IV  -Milk  used  in  manufacturing  dairy  products. 
A  base  and  surplus  plan  is  often  used  with  these  classifications. 
2/  F.  O.  B.  City  unless  indicated  otherwise. 
3"/  Does  not  include  50  per  cwt.  prenium  on  all  bulk  tank  milk. 

?/  Does  not  include  450  per  cwt.  deducted  for  fall  production  fund  or  an  average  400  per  cwt.  quality  premium. 
5/  Bate  prioej  surplus  price  $2.52. 
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Table  9. -Fluid  Milk  price  changes,    May    1956  1/ 


Market  by 

geographic 

divisions 


Dealers1  buying  prices  f.o.b. 
city,  Class  I  milk  (3.5<%  fat) 


1955 


Apr. 

1956 


May 

1956 


Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


May 

1955 


Apr. 

1956 


May 

1956 


Dollars  Dollars 


NEW  ENGLAND: 

Conoord,  N»  H» •••..«•••••••  • 

Man.-Nashua-Ptsmouth,N.H.  • .  • 
Bellows  Falls-Burlington,Vt. 

Boston,  Mass...  

Tall  River,  Mass  

Lowell-Lawrenoe,  Mass*  

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass...  

Newport,  R.  I  

Providenoe,  R.  I  


E.  NORTH  CENTRAL* 

Akron,  Ohio  

Canton,  Ohio  

Cinoinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio....  

Columbus,  Ohio...... ....... 

Dayton,  Ohio...  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Xvansville,  Ind... ......... 

fort  Wayne,  Ind............ 

Gary,  Ind.  

South  Bend,  Ind.....  

Alton,  111  

Chicago,  111  

Rook  Island,  111  

Springfield,  111  

Battle  Creek,  Mioh  

Grand  Rapids,  Mioh......... 

Kalamazoo,  Mioh.  • 

Lansing,  Mioh....  

Beloit,  Wis  

Green  Bay,  Via.  

Kenosha,  Wis  

Madison,  Wis  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  NORTH  CENTRALl 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

St*  Paul,  Minn  

Burlington,  Iowa........... 

Sioux  City,  Iowa*****...*** 
Kansas  City,  Mo. -Cans. . . . . . 

St*  Louis,  Mo*  

Springfield,  Mo  

Aberdeen,  S .  D* ............ 

Sioux  Palls,  S*  D  

Topeka,  Kans....  

Wichita,  Kans..  

SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 

Wilmington,  Del  

Wheeling,  W*  Va ............ 

Savannah,  Ga  


4.93 
4.93 
3.61 
4.93 
5*22 
4*93 
4*93 
4*93 
5.75 
5.75 


4.16 
3.76 
4.52 
4.21 
4.20 
4.12 
3.77 
4.40 
3.82 
3.47 
3.67 
3.54 
3.47 
3.72 
3.40 
4.30 
4.30-4.65 

3.90 
3.47 
3.15 
3.42 
3.59 
3.43 


3.41 
3.41 
4.38 
4.44 
4.09 
3.76 
3.67 
4.25 
4.28 
4.09 
4.65 


4.92 
4.33 

6.90 


5.15 
5.15 
3.86 
5.15 
5.44 
5.15 
5.15 
5.15 
6.19 
6.19 


4.41 
4.41 
4.72 
4.46 
4.26 
4.19 
4.12 
4.37 
3.55 
3.68 
3.88 
3.86 
3.68 
3.97 
3.65 
4.40 
4.50-4.65 
4.56 
4.50 
3.68 
N.D. 
3.63 
3.77 
3.64 


3.82 
3.82 
3.96 
4/4.44 
4.11 
4.08 
3.98 
4.44 
4.28 
4.U 
4.75 


4.85 
4.01 
6.88 


Dollars 

4.92 
4.92 
N.D* 
4.92 
5.21 
4.92 
4.92 
4.92 
5.75 
5.75 


N.D. 
N.D. 
N.D. 
N.D. 
N.D. 
N.D. 
N.D. 

N.D. 

4.13 

4.33 

4.33 

4*13 

4.33 
2/4.00 
3/4.90 

4.90-5.05 

N.D* 
2A.70 
2/4.13 

N.D. 

4.00 

N.D. 
3/4.09 


If. 


4.21 
4.21 
4.37 
N.D. 
4.51 
4.55 
4.45 
4.89 
4.78 
4.51 
5.19 


2/4.65 
5.02 
6.58 


est« 


Cents 

21 
21 
19 
22-22* 
22 


Cents 


21 

20 
20 
22 
20-22 
22 
20 
20 
22 
21 


22* 

22 
27 


99 

23 

a* 

22* 

23 

24 

23 

24 

— 

21 

18 

V- 

22 

23*-24 

19 

21 

20 

20 

21 

21 

20 

21 

22* 

22* 

21 

22 

25. 

25-27 

21* 

23 

22 

25* 

23-27* 

21 

22 

22 

22 

19 

19 

20 

20-21 

20 

19 

22* 

21 

22 

19 

20 

21 

23 

21 

23 

20 

20 

23 
21 
20 
21 
23 
22-24 
23 
20 
20 
17 
22 


23 
23 
27 


Cents 

22 

22 

22^23. 
22-22* 
22 

22* 

22 
23 
23 


22 
22 
24^-25 
22 
21 
22 
22 
24 
23 
3/26-28 
24 

3/26^28* 
"3/23 
22 
3/21 
21-22* 

22* 

2/23 

23 
3/24 
|/22 

21 
20 
22 
2/24 

24 

20 
22 
23 
3/24 


23 
23 
26 
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Table  9. -Fluid  milk  price  changes,    May    19£6  1/  Cont. 


Market  "by 

geographic 

divisions 


£.  SOUTH  CENTRAL  t 
Lexington*  Ky...... 

Louisville,  Ky..... 

Paduoah,  Ky  

Chattanooga*  Tenn. • 
Knoxville,  Term.. . • 
Memphis*  Tenn..... . 

Nashville*  Tenn.... 

Jackson,  Miss...... 

W.  SOUTH  CENTRAL! 
Tort  Smith,  Irk.... 

Little  Rook*  Ark... 
Shreveport*  La«..«. 
Oklahoma  City*  Okla 
Austin*  Texas. ..... 

Dallas,  Tens...... 

Houston,  Texas. .... 

MOUNTAIN! 

Denver*  Colo....... 

Phoenix*  Ariz...... 

Tucson*  Ariz....... 

PAcinct 

Bremerton*  Wash.... 

Everett*  Wash...... 

Seattle*  Wash...... 

Portland*  Ore...... 

Salem*  Ore ......... 

Los  Angeles*  Calif. 


Dealers'  buying  prices  f.o.h. 
city,  Class  I  milk  (3.5%  fat) 


May 

1955 


May 

1956 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


4.24 

21 

22 

23 

4.37 

4.42 

N.D. 

23 

23 

25 

3.65 

3.74 

4.19 

25 

24 

25 

4.80 

4.52 

5.34 

21 

24 

24 

4.68 

4.62 

5.05 

23 

24 

25 

4.40 

4.38 

4.91 

22 

22i 

22i 

4.22 

4.22 

4.75 

22 

21 

23 

4.96 

4.98 

5.47 

24 

25 

3/23 

4.45 
4.38 

5.04 
5.72 
5.12 
6«53 


5.88 
5.22 
5.56 


4.79 
4.79 
4.79 
4.91 
4.91 
4.95 


4.57 
4.58 
5.13 
/4.82 
5.56 
5.24 
5.65 


So  321 
5.50 
5.80 


5.13 
5.12 
5.12 
5.24 
5.24 
4.96 


5.00 
4.91 
5.57 
5.13 
6.08 
5.76 
2/6.30 


5  .81 
5.94 
6.24 


5.13 
5.12 
5.12 
5.50 
5.50 
4.96 


Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


May 

1955 


Cents 


22 
22 

26 

23 
26 


Apr* 
1956 


Cents 


23 

23i 

28 

26 

25 

24 

24 


24 

22 
23 


1956 


Cents 


23 

2/24 

J/29 
f/25 
1/26 
1/26 
f/24 

25 
24 
25 


1/23 
3/24 
1/24 
■2/25 


V 


All  changes  effective  May  1  unless  otherwise  noted. 
Effective  date  not  reported. 
Effeotive  da  test 

April  18  -  Gary 

April  17  -  Chicago 

April  20  -  Rode  Island 

April  22  -  Battle  Creek 

April  21  -  Kalamazoo 

April  23  -  Green  Bay;  Milwaukee 

April  16  —  Madison;  Milwaukee;  Bremerton 

May  5       -  Minneapolis 

May  6  -Wichita 

May  7       -  Oklahoma  City 

April  11  -  Seattle 

May  4       -  Portland;  Salem 

May  10     -  Jackson 
Dees  not  include  3 Off  premium. 
Negotiated. 
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(Continued  from  page  11) 


cents  in  the  Mountain,  30  cents  in  the  West  South  Central,  3U  cents  in  the 
East  South  Central  and  63  and  68  cents  in  the  West  and  East  North  Central 
regions,  respectively* 

The  average  price  per  single  quart  for  standard  grade  milk  delivered 
to  homes  in  the  25  major  cities  early  in  May  averaged  23. 9  cents  per  quart. 
This  was  1,3  cents  above  May  1955  and  0*5  cent  higher  than  the  April  I956 
average.    Eleven  of  the  25  markets  showed  increases  over  the  previous  month 
mostly  reflecting  the  changes  in  Federal  Order  market  prices.    However,  in 
the  Los  Angeles  market  the  increase  reflects  the  introduction  of  the  new 
price  plan  of  20  cents  per  quart  for  home  delivered  milk  plus  a  5  cent 
service  charge  per  single  delivery  location.    This  in  effect  raised  the 
single  quart  price  to  25  cents  per  quart  delivered  to  homes  which  is  not 
fully  reflected  in  the  25  market  price.    Since  the  single  quart  concept, 
used  in  this  table  historically,  is  "based  on  every  day  delivery,  it  is 
assumed  that  under  every  other  day  delivery  the  5  cent  service  charge 
represents  a  two  quart  purchase.    Accordingly  the  Los  Angeles  market  was 
carried  at  22^  cents  per  quart  in  the  25  principal  cities  home  delivered 
price  table. 

Prices  in  early  May  generally  declined  at  both  the  producer  and 
consumer  level  in  markets  reporting  for  the  New  England  region.    In  the 
Massachusetts  and  New  Hampshire  markets,  May  Class  I  prices  were  down  22 
and  23  cents,  respectively  with  £  cent  decreases  in  retail  prices  from 
April.    In  Rhode  Island  markets,  Class  I  producer  prices  were  down  l&  cents 
per  hundredweight  with  1  cent  declines  in  home  delivered  and  store  prices. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  region,  prices  were  generally  unchanged  from 
April  at  both  producer  and  retail  level.    In  the  South  Atlantic  group  of 
States,  milk  buying  and  selling  prices  generally  remained  at  April  levels. 
The  sharpest  change  was  in  the  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  market  where  Class  I  prices 
increased  $1.01  per  hundredweight  with  the  retail  price  picture  somewhat 
unsettled  in  early  May.  However,  prices  were  generally  unchanged  as  of 
May  10.     retail  price  in  Wheeling  in  April  did  not  change  although  Class  I 
prices  at  that  time  took  a  hk  cent  decline. 

In  the  central  section  of  the  country  fluid  milk  prices  in  the  major 
markets  generally  increased  at  producer  and  retail  levels  due  primarly  to 
the  adjustments  in  the  Federal  Order  market  prices.    In  markets  where 
Class  I  prices  are  currently  determined  May  Class  I  prices  showed  increases 
ranging  up  65  cents  per  hundredweight  with  most  increases  in  the  30  to  kO 
cent  range.    Retail  prices  generally  showed  comparable  increases  of  from 
^  to  2  cents  a  quart  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  in  stores.  Other 
markets  generally  followed  the  upward  trend  of  the  Federal  Order  markets. 
In  Topeka,  Kansas  early  May  retail  prices  increased  6  cents  a  quart  as  the 
April  "price  warrt  was  settled  and  prices  were  moved  back  to  the  March  level 
of  23  cents  a  quart.    In  the  Jackson,  Mississippi  market  May  Class  I  prices 
were  up  47  cents  per  hundredweight  from  April,  however,  retail  prices  were 
down  1  cent  per  quart  under  unusually  strong  competitive  price  conditions. 
In  Oklahoma  City,   retail  prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  below  April  although 
Class  I  prices  increased  31  cents  per  hundredweight. 


(Continued  on  page  2h) 
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Table  10. -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  March  1956,  with  comparisons  1/ 


Marketing  area 


Mar. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Mar.  1956 

as  %  47 

Jan. -Mar.  j±/ 

1955 

1956 

1956 

Mar. 

Feb. 

1956  of 

ll 

U 

Zl 

1955  - 

1956 

1955 

i  aaa 

■L  ,  UUU 

i  niv\ 
1 ,  U00 

pOuna.8 

V>  AM  M  /3  fU 

poiinas 

pOUliCLB 

*D  A  V*       A  V\  ^ 

rercen v 

x'er  cenv 

rercotiv 

2,015 

O  AOli 

2,034 

2,093 

T  All 

104 

T  AO 

103 

103 

112 

110 

T  Al  1 
104 

1  Ali 

104 

1  A1 
103 

275 

287 

OA  £ 

295 

"I 

107 

1  /NO 

103 

1  AO 

107 

440 

li  CI 

453 

107 

1  A*3 
103 

10O 

ooo 

T  AA 

300 

309 

1UO 

103 

1  aA 

0, 00  3 

Q   r»P  c 

8,985 

101 

101 

101 

2,015 

O  ao£ 
2,03& 

O  AAA 
2f092 

1  All 

104 

i  A*a 
103 

10& 

I.  I<  O 

405 

1.  Oil 

476 

"1  AO 

107 

1  AO 

102 

1  A< 

100 

255 

O^T 

261 

Ann 

277 

t  aa 

109 

106 

107 

149 

153 

155 

104 

T  A A 

102 

1  AJ* 

104 

3,061 

O    OA  1? 

3,205 

3,181 

1  Ala 

104 

AA 

99 

T  AC 
105 

82(5 

855 

OfO 

1  A»< 

100 

1  AO 

102 

1  AC 

105 

222 

229 

232 

104 

101 

104 

1,115 

1,165 

1,178 

106 

101 

105 

64 

68 

69 

108 

1  ATI 

101 

106 

123 

128 

133 

108 

104 

106 

51 

56 

56 

110 

101 

110 

O  A 

82 

85 

00 

88 

108 

103 

107 

392 

408 

414 

106 

101 

105 

1,094 

1,110 

1,158 

I  a£ 

106 

1  All 

104 

1  Alt 

104 

201 

Ol  C 

216 

Art  r* 

225 

T  T  O 

112 

104 

Tl  aO 

108 

Oil. 

724 

759 

779 

1  aQ 
106 

103 

Tl  A  ^ 

105 

loo 

179 

1  aQ 
100 

102 

1  AJi 

104 

oo 

98 

1  A1 

101 

lie 
115 

1  AO 

103 

111 

Oo  Q 

238 

252 

1  A/C 

106 

t  AO 

103 

1  AO 
103 

AA 

90 

AT 

91 

All 

94 

T  Ali 

104 

103 

T  AO 

102 

551 

^  ao 

593 

^A  A 

599 

109 

Tl  At 

101 

109 

74 

75 

73 

99 

98 

99 

310 

323 

331 

107 

103 

107 

293 

313 

318 

109 

101 

107 

369 

377 

376 

102 

100 

101 

1.135 

1.179 

1,208 

106 

102 

105 

26,111 

26,725 

27,171 

104.1 

101.7 

103.5 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. 
Springfield,  Mass.  5/.. 
Worcester,  Mass.  5/.... 

New  York,  N.  Y.  6/  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  2/«« 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa. 
Minn eapolis-St. Paul, Minn 
Sioux  Falls-Mi tchell,SJ). 
Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la. 

Dubuque ,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-X?  i  nco  1  n-  C  ounc  i  1 
Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa... 

St.  Louis,  Mo....  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark.  £/.... 
Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kans. 2/ 
Neosho  Valley, Kane rMo.,2/ 

Topeka,  Kane.  £/  

Wichita,  Kans.  2J  

Southwest  Kans.  2J  

Louisville,  Ky.  

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  2/»»»« 
Oklahoma  City,  0kla.2/» 

Tulsa-Muskogee , 0kla.2/ • 

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Paget  Sound,  Wash.  27 

Total  jj  


1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in- 
area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 
2/  Preliminary. 
Revised. 

Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
Data  include  skim  items. 

Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  whole  milk. 
Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers,  as  follows: 

1.000  pounds 
23.5         Neosho  Valley 
7.0         Oklahoma  City 
4.4         Puget  Sound 
3.4         Stark  County 


6/ 
U 


Kansas  City 
Topeka 
Wichita 
Fort  Smith 


10.8 
8.2 

33.0 
3.8 


Ozarks 

Southwest  Kans. 
Tulsa-Muskogee 


3.2 

3.3 
2.8 


Compiled  by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  MARCH  1956,  WITH  COMPARISONS 

Whole  milk  sales  In  March  4  percent  higher  than  previous  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  32  Federal  Order  markets 
during  March  I956  were  4.1  percent  above  March  1955,  and  1.7  percent  above 
February  I956,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.  Thirty- 
one  of  the  32  markets  with  data  available  on  in-area  sales  reported  gains 
over  last  March  ranging  from  1  to  15  percent.    Twenty  two  of  the  32  markets 
showed  increases  in  whole  milk  sales  of  5  percent  or  more  from  the  same 
month  in  1955»    Compared  with  February,  sales  were  higher  in  29  of  the  32 
markets.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  32  markets  in  the  first  3  months 
of  1956  were  3*5  percent  higher  than  for  the  same  period  in  1955* 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area,  average  daily  sales 
during  March  were  1  percent  above  both  March  of  last  year  and  February  of 
this  year.    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  this  market  in  the  first  three  months 
of  1956  were  1  percent  greater  than  for  the  same  period  in  1955* 

In  the  remaining  31  markets,  sales  of  whole  milk  during  March  were  5*^ 
percent  higher  than  during  March  1955  and  1.9  percent  above  February.  Among 
the  larger  markets,  Boston,  Philadelphia,  and  Detroit, each  reported  increases 
over  March  1955  of  4  percent.    In  the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul  and  St.  Louis 
markets  and  the  Puget  Sound  marketing  area,  March  whole  milk  sales  increased 
6  percent  above  last  year.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  whole  milk  sales 
during  March  in  the  32  markets  was  3*56  percent  compared  with  3»58  percent 
in  March  of  last  year  and  3«57  percent  in  February, 

March  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  16.9  percent  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (commonly 
known  as  half  and  half)  during  March  in  26  of  the  32  Federal  Order  markets 
(all  5  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  were  I6.9  percent 
higher  than  in  March  of  last  year  compared  with  10  percent  increases  in 
January  end  February.    This  sharp  increase  in  sales  of  milk  and  cream 
mixtures  during  March  1956  was  partly  due  to  the  fact  that  Easter  came  on 
the  first  day  of  April  this  year,  resulting  in  heavy  holiday  sales  of  half 
and  half  in  late  March.    Increases  were  especially  sharp  in  several  markets, 
particularly  Philadelphia.    Sales  were  higher  than  in  March  a  year  ago  in 
2k  of  the  26  markets.    Compared  with  February,  half  and  half  sales  during 
March  increased  7*3  percent  with  23  of  the  26  markets  showing  higher  sales 
than  in  the  previous  month.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  first  3  months 
of  the  year  were  12.6  percent  higher  than  for  the  similar  period  of  1955. 
The  average  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold  during  March  of  this  year 
was  11.4  percent,  unchanged  from  March  of  last  year,  but  slightly  lower 
than  the  11.6  percent  in  February  this  year. 

Fluid  cream  sales  during  March  3.4  percent  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  during  March  1956  in  27 
of  the  32  Federal  Order  markets  (4  of  the  5  Massachusetts  markets  and  New 
York  City  excepted)  were  3.4  percent  higher  than  March  1955  and  6.0  percent 
above  February.    This  increase    in  fluid  cream  also  reflects  the  heavy 


(Continued  on  page  21) 
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Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  March  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  gj 


Mar. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Mar.  I956  as  $  £/ 

Jan. -Mar. 

Marketing  area 

1955 

1956 

1956 

"Mar. 

Feb. 

1956  of 

0/ 

1955 

1956 

1955  5J 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Bounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

59.3 

56.4 

58.3 

98 

103 

99 

4.8 

4.7 

4.8 

100 

101 

104 

5.0 

4.8 

4.8 

94 

100 

107 

126.5 

126.1 

127.0 

100 

101 

103 

55.2 

60.5 

62.2 

113 

103 

114 

19.2 

19.8 

20.5 

107 

103 

110 

13.7 

13.7 

13.9 

102 

102 

105 

266.1 

266.4 

264.5 

99 

99 

103 

67.0 

71.1 

75.2 

112 

106 

113 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa. ... . 

35.6 

37.9 

40.6 

114 

107 

109 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn. 

82.5 

92.6 

96.3 

117 

104 

111 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D. 

7.3 

8.4 

8.6 

119 

103 

126 

Cedar  Rapids- Iowa  City,  la. 

22.1 

23.3 

24.7 

112 

106 

112 

5.2 

7.4 

7.3 

139 

99 

149 

10.1 

10.7 

11.6 

115 

109 

110 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

47.8 

49.0 

48.9 

102 

100 

106 

103.1 

111.7 

119.4 

116 

107 

114 

25.8 

ii/26.2 

28.1 

109 

107 

110 

59.1 

56.5 

59.3 

100 

105 

100 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.... 

11.5 

14.7 

15.3 

133 

104 

123 

6.4 

6.9 

6.5 

102 

95 

109 

16.6 

16.3 

16.7 

100 

102 

102 

3.0 

2.7 

2.6 

87 

98 

92 

53.7 

53.3 

54.8 

102 

103 

102 

7.5 

6.7 

7.2 

96 

107 

92 

28.1 

28.0 

30.3 

108 

108 

106 

25.5 

25.9 

27.1 

106 

105 

104 

30.6 

34.6 

35.1 

115 

101 

116 

93.8 

91.8 

96.9 

103 

105 

101 

Total  £/ 

1,292.1 

1,327.9 

1,368.4 

105.9 

103.0 

106.3 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area 
data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2j    Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

2/  Preliminary. 

£j  Revised. 

%J    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

Compiled  by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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Easter  consumption.    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  the  period  January-March  1956 
were  1.7  percent  lower  than  for  the  same  period  in  1955»    In  the  first  three 
months  of  1956  fluid  cream  sales  were  below  1955  in  20  of  the  27  markets. 
The  average  milkfat  test  of  fluid  cream  sold  during  March  1956  in  the  27 
markets  was  23»0  percent  compared  to  22.8  percent  in  "both  March  1955  and 
February  1956. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  market,  the  combined  sales  of  milkfat 
in  fluid  cream  and  milk  and  cream  mixtures  during  March  were  2  percent  less 
than  in  March  last  year,  but  8  percent  higher  than  in  February  1956. 
Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  first  3  months  of  this  year  were  1  percent 
higher  than  a  year  earlier.    Combined  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  and  whole 
milk  and  cream  mixtures  (not  shown  in  table  11)  in  the  27  markets  other  than 
New  York  City  were  7»8  percent  higher  than  March  1955  and  6.4  percent  above 
February.    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  these  markets  in  the  period  January- 
March  1956  were  2.9  percent  above  the  average  for  the  comparable  period  in 
1955. 

Skim  milk  sales  during  March  continue  above  1955 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  March  in  the  29  Federal 
Order  markets  for  which  data  on  in- are a  sales  are  available  were  5«9  percent 
above  March  last  year  and  3*0  percent  above  February.    Cumulative  daily  sales 
for  the  29  markets  in  the  first  3  months  of  1956  were  6.3  percent  higher  than 
during  the  same  period  in  1955  with  25  markets  reporting  higher  cumulative 
sales.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales  of  fluid  skim  items  in  24  of  the 
29  markets  was  1.46  percent  during  March.    This  may  be  compared  with  1.35 
percent  in  March  1955  and  l.i}8  percent  in  February  1956. 

Total  receipts  and  receipts  per  producer  up;  number  of  producers  down 

Daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  during  March  in  54  Federal  Order 
markets  averaged  6.3  percent  higher  than  in  March  of  last  year  and  6.4  per- 
cent higher  than  in  February.    Forty-six  of  the  54  markets  showed  increases 
over  a  year  earlier.    Compared  with  February  this  year  all  but  4  markets 
showed  higher  average  daily  receipts.    Most  of  the  markets  showing  decreases 
from  a  year  earlier  were  in  the  Southern  regions.    The  number  of  regularly 
approved  producers  shipping  milk  to  the  5^  markets  during  March  was  3»6 
percent  less  than  March  a  year  earlier  and  slightly  less  than  February  1956. 
Daily  receipts  of  milk  in  the  54  Federal  Order  markets  during  March  averaged 
484  pounds  per  producer,  45  pounds  or  10.3  percent  greater  than  March  a  year 
earlier.    The  average  test  of  milk  shipped  by  producers  during  March  was 
3»70  percent  as  compared  with  3.69  percent  for  March  last  year  and  3.74 
percent  for  February. 

April  milk  production  sets  another  record  high 

Milk  production  on  farms  during  April  totaled  11. 5  billion  pounds. 
This  was  3  percent  higher  than  April  last  year  and  10  percent  above  the 
1945-5^  average  for  the  month.    On  a  daily  basis,  production  in  April  was 
7.9  percent  above  March  compared  with  a  corresponding  daily  increase  of 
9*9  percent  in  I955  and  11. 3  percent  for  the  average  increase  from  March 
to  April  in  the  period  1945-5^»    Cumulative  production  for  the  first  4 
months  of  I956  totaled  a  record  high  for  the  period  of  41.7  billion  pounds, 
5  percent  more  than  last  year  and  4  percent  above  the  previous  high  of 
40.1  billion  pounds  in  1954» 
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(Continued  from  page  16) 

In  the  Mountain  States,  the  only  changes  reported  were  in  the  Central 
Arizona  markets  where  producer  prices  were  up  hM  cents  per  hundredweight 
and  retail  prices  up  2  cents  per  quart.    In  Denver,  Colorado,  prices  charged 
for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  in  stores  were  increased  1  cent  per 
quart  while  producer  prices  remained  unchanged. 

In  the  Pacific  Coast  States,  Washington  markets  reported  retail  prices 
up  \  cent  with  producer  prices  unchanged  from  April.    In  the  Portland  and 
Salem,  Oregon  markets,  increases  of  26  cents  per  quart  in  producer  prices 
were  accompanied  "by  a  1  cent  increase  in  retail  prices.    In  the  Los  Angeles, 
Calif,  market  several  changes  in  retail  prices  became  effective  on  May  10 
as  for  the  first  time  in  the  market  a  differential  between  milk  sold  in 
quarts  and  half  gallons  was  allowed.    The  price  for  milk  sold  out  of  stores 
in  quart  units  was  unchanged  at  20  cents  per  quart*  However,  milk  sold  in 
gallon  units  sold  at  39  cents  per  quart,  a  decline  of  1  cent  on  the  half 
gallon.    The  minimum  price  for  fluid  milk  delivered  to  homes  was  20  cents 
per  quart  and  39  cents  per  half  gallon  plus  5  cents  for  each  delivery. 


FLUID   MILK  AND  CREAM  REPO 

JUNE  1956 

if  \  J.tine\19,  1956 

Fluid  milk  prices  early  in  June  were  gen^rlTLIy  steady  to  slightly  higher, 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    Producer  prices  increased 
in  11  market §  or  1  out  of  every  15  markets  reporting.    Retail  prices  were  up 
in  13  markets,  or  about  1  out  of  every  13  markets  reporting.    Only  1  market 
showed  a  decrease  in  June  producer  prices  and  3  markets  reported  decreases  in 
retail  prices.    However,  Class  I  prices  are  not  determined  currently  in  a 
number  of  markets. 

Retail  prices  per  single  quart  for  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to 
homes  in  25  major  cities  in  June  1956  averaged  23.8  cents,  unchanged  from  May 
but  1.2  cents  above  the  June  1955  average.    Among  the  25  major  markets,  the 
only  changes  in  home  delivered  prices  from  a  month  earlier  were  in  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  and  Minneapolis,  Minn,  markets.    In  the  Minneapolis,  Minn,  market,  the 
price  of  a  single  quart  of  milk  delivered  to  homes  in  June  was  25  cents  as 
compared  to  21;  cents  in  May.    This  is  due  to  an  increase  in  the  home  delivery 
service  charge  from  h  to  5  cents  for  each  single  delivery  location.  However, 
this  price  change  is  not  fully  reflected  in  the  25  market  table.    Since  the 
single  quart  concept,  used  in  this  table,  historically,  is  based  on  every  day 
delivery,  it  is  assumed  that  under  every  other  day  delivery  the  5  cent  service 
charge  represents  a  two  quart  purchase.    Accordingly,  the  Minneapolis  market 
is  carried  at  22^  cents  in  the  25  principal  city  home  delivered  price  table. 
In  the  Milwaukee  market,  retail  home  delivered  prices  were  down  1  cent  per 
single  quart. 

The  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3.5  per  cent  milkfat  (f.o.b. 
city  basis)  paid  by  dealers  in  early  June  was  $5.19  per  hundredweight — 2  cents 
above  May.    This  compares  with  an  increase  of  1  cent  from  May  to  June  last  year, 
which  was  the  first  year  since  19U8  that  prices  turned  upward  from  May  to  June. 
The  current  Class  I  price  is  26  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  June  1955 
and  k3  cents  per  hundredweight  above  the  10  year  (19U5-5U)  average  for  the 
month. 

In  the  New  England  region,  early  June  dealers  buying  prices  averaged  $5.15 
per  hundredweight,  16  cents  below  June  1955*  but  unchanged  from  May  1956. 
Dealers 1  prices  in  all  principal  markets  in  that  area  at  both  producer  and 
retail  level  were  unchanged  from  the  previous  month. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  region,  Class  I  producer  prices  in  early  June 
averaged  I5.U5  per  hundredweight,  up  7  and  5  cents  from  June  1955  and  May  1956 
respectively.    Sharpest  change  in  this  area  was  the  Uo  cent  increase  in  Class  I 
prices  in  the  New  Jersey  markets  effective  June  1.    This  was  accompanied  by 
increases  in  home  delivered  prices  of  1  cent  per  quart  at  Atlantic  City  and 
Camden  and  \  cent  per  quart  in  the  Trenton  market.    Other  changes  were  in 


(Continued  on  page  1$) 
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Table  3»-I)ealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
June  19!?6,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Fer  hundredweight  -  3»5%  fat;  weighted,  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 


Markets 


June 

1955 


May 

1956 


June  1956 


Range 


Average 


New  England  

Middle  Atlantic... 
East  North  Central. 
West  North  Central. 
South  Atlantic. . • • . 
East  South  Central. 
West  South  Central. 

Mountain.  < 

Paoific  

United  States.... 


Number 


17 
16 
25 
20 
26 
12 
15 
13 
12 


Dollars 

5.31 
5.38 
3.91 
3.88 
6.08 
4.88 
5.46 
5.53 
4.86 


Dollars 

5.15 
5.40 

•  4.57 

•  4.50 

•  6.14 

•  5.23 

•  5.78 

•  5.66 

•  4.94 


156" 


•  5.17 


3.65-5.90 
3.60-6.00 
3.85-5.19 
3.40-5.24 
4.80-7.19 
3.75-5.95 
4.90-6.30 
4.20-6.25 
4.39-5.90 


3.40-- 


1/   In  some  markets  the  prioes  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  ore am  are  the  same. 
1/   Includes  Class  I  prices,  base  or  basic  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 
Revised. 


Dollars 

5.15 
5.45 
4.57 
4.57 
6.15 
5.24 
5.74 
5.72 
4.94 
5.19 


Table  U. -Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  ?5  cities,  June  19.^6,  with  comparisons  l/  2/ 

(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Market 


Boston,  Mass. • • • 
Hartford,  Conn.. 
New  York,  N.  Y. . 
Philadelphia,  Pa 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.. . 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Indianapolis,  Ind 
Chioago,  111.... 
Detroit,  Mich... 
Milwaukee,  Wis... 
Minneapolis,  Minn 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 
Cmaha,  Nebr  


1950-54 
June  av. 


June 
1955 


May 

1956 


June 

1956 


22.0 
23.1 
22.4 
21.6 
22.4 
19.4 
20.4 
23.3 
21.0 
19.2 
18*4 
20.0 
20.0 


22^-23  22^-23 


25 
25 
23 
24 
22 
22 


25 
25 
23 
24 
22 
22 


26-28^  26-2S£ 
24  24 
22  21 
22  22fc 
24  24 
21  21 


Market 


Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C...J 
Jacksonville ,  Fla . • . 

Louisville,  Ky  

New  Orleans,  La  

Dallas,  Texas. ...... 

Denver,  Colo  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 

Seattle,  Wash  ■ 

Portland,  Ore ....... 

San  Francisco , Calif . 
Los  Angeles, Calif. . . 
25  cities  average... 


1950-54 
June  av. 


June 

May 

1955 

1956 

June 

1956 


22.6 

23^ 

24 

24 

22.8 

24 

25 

25 

26.0 

27 

27 

27 

23.0 

23 

25 

25 

24.9 

26* 

26£ 

26£ 

22.0 

23 

26 

26 

22.6 

24 

25 

25 

20.2 

22 

22 

22 

20.1 

21* 

23 

23 

21.4 

2lf 

24 

21.2 

21* 

2\ 

2ii 

21.2 

21* 

22*" 

22t 

21.6 

22.6 

23.6 

23.6 

l/  "Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  eaoh  market.  Grades  vary  between  markets  due  to 
differences  in  determining  factors. 

2/   Prices  are  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  10th  of  the  month. 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  cottage  cheese  in  June  1956 


Cities 


Pound  packages 


12-oz*  package 


To  homes   At  stores 
Cents 


Other  packages 
To  homes  \  At  stores 


Centt 
1/  22 

1/  20| 

1/  17 

2/  28-32 


Boston,  Mass*. •••*••••• 
Providence,  B»  I......* 

Hartford ,  Conn*  * .  • 

Buffalo ,  N.  T* ••••••••• 

New  York  City  

Rochester*  N*  Y«. ••««.« 
Philadelphia,  Pa* •••••• 

Pittsburgh,  Pa......... 

Cincinnati,  Ohio..***** 
Cleveland,  Ohio ..»...*• 
Indianapolis,  Ind. •».*• 
Chicago,  111. ••*.•••••• 

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis... ..»••• 

Minneapolis,  Minn..**,, 
Des  Moines,  Iowe» .»•»•• 
Kansas  City,  Mo*»Kans*. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. *...••••• 

Omaha,  Nebr • •••*••••••• 

Baltimore,  Md*. •*.»•••« 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Richmond,  Va*  

Charlotte,  N.  C*. •*•,*• 
Miami,  Fla... 
Louisville,  Ky. .. •••••• 

Nashville,  Tenn* »•••••• 

Birmingham,  Ala*.  , 

New  Orleans,  La«, 
Oklahoma  City*  Okla**»* 
Dallas,  Tex... .**,•*••• 

£1  Paso,  Tex*...,  

Cheyenne,  Wyo   * 

Denver,  Colo.*.,,.,,,,, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah... 
Seattle,  Wash.. *,*••••* 

Portland,  Oreg  , , 

San  Francisco,  Calif... 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.*,*. 

l/ 8-03.  package. 
2/    14£-oz.  package* 
3/   Per  pound  for  5  or 


Cents 

Cents 

OJL 

— 

33 

32 

CO 

35 

28 

23-29 

tfts— 

5/24 

3/  24 

26-28 

2D— .27 

25 

— 

Hi 

2*5. 

27 

• 

30 

mm 

PR 

OS 

29 

25-29 

30 

24 

26 

27 

24 

28 

23-26 

31 

31 

29-32 
29^31 


25 


27 

24 
33 

23 
25 
24 
21-24 

23 
26 
27 
25 
25 
24 

25 

26 
25 
23 
26 
22 
27 


Cents 


24 


19-23 


24 
25 

21 
24 

19-24 

22-26 
22-23 

26 
25-29 

25 
24 

mm 

21 

26 
22 
21 
26 

mm 

25 


5/120 
4/  57 

1/  16 


more, 


~4/ 2-pound  package » 
2J    5-pound  package* 


Cents 
1/  18 


1/  17 


5/115 
4/57-59 

m 

1/  13 
5/125 


ll  1/  1% 
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TABLE  7.  -MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  APRIL  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  5°}o  test 
per  cwt. 

Base  price 
at  basic 
test 

Excess 
price 
at  basic 
test 

Minimum 

Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°/o  test 
per  cwt. 

3.7 

3.80 

7.2 

3  .  OO 

4.63 

3.7 

•  5.46 

7.2 

5.31 

5.44 

3.7 

4.80 

7.2 

4.66 

m 

m 

5.15 

3.7 

4.68 

7.2 

4.54 

5.15 

3*1 

A 

It  /© 

m 

O  .  13 

3.5 

3.55 

5.8 

3.55 

4.78 

4.0 

•  4.54 

5.0 

4.29 

4.79 

New  England: 

Boston,.  201-210  mile  zone  

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. ,  City  plants 

Springfield,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Worcester,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron,  Ohio.  

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Grade  A  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton-Springfield  ,  Grade  A.  

Lima,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio_l/  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  

South  Bend,  La  Porte  

Chicago  Gr.  A  55-70  mile  zone  

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockford-Freeport,  111.  Gr.  A  

Detroit,  Mich  

Muskegon,  Mich  

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth  -Superior,  Minn.  -Wis  

Minneapolis -St.  Paul,  Minn  

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la  

Dubuque,  la  

Sioux  City,  la  

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans.  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo  

St.  Louis,  Mo.  

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark  

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.D  

Omaha-Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.  -Ia. . 

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans  

South  Atlantic; 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va  

Tri -State;  Huntington  PI.,  W.  Va.... 
Wheeling,  W.  Va  

E.  South  Central; 

Louisville,  Ky.  

Paduc^h,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Tenn. ,  Va.  &  Ky.  

Knoxville,  Tenn.  

Memphis,  Tenn  

iashville,  Tenn.  , 

Central  Mississippi.  

W.  South  Central; 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone  


3.5 

4.12 

7.4 

4.12 

3.5 

3.81 

7.4 

3.81 

3.5 

4.11 

7.4 

4.11 

4.31 

3.06 

3.5 

3.65 

7.3 

3.65 

3.5 

3.59 

7.0 

3.59 

3.5 

•  3.78 

7.6 

3.78 

3.5 

4.05 

6.0 

4.05 

3.5 

•  3.92 

7.0 

3.92 

3.5 

3.32 

6.7 

3.32 

3.*98 

3."03 

3.5 

3.82 

7.0 

3.82 

3.5 

3.54 

7.0 

3.54 

3.64 

3.24 

3.5 

3.50 

7.3 

3.50 

3.5 

2/  3.85 

7.0 

3.85 

mm 

3.5 

4.10 

6.5 

4.10 

4.24 

3  ."20 

3.5 

3.89 

6.5 

3.89 

4.07 

3.04 

3.5 

•  5/  3.90 
•  3.69 

6.5 

3.90 

mm 

3.5 

7.0 

3.69 

3.76 

3.05 

4.41 
9/4.72 
4.46 
9/  4.26 
9/4.19 
4.12 
4.41 
8/4.12 
3.55 
8/4.11 
f/  3.91 
t/  4.16 
tl  3.93 
4.49 
4.23 
4.21 
8/3.87 


3.5 

3.56 

7.2 

3.56 

4.26 

3.5 

3.55 

7.2 

3.55 

3.77 

3.09 

3.82 

3.5 

3.32 

7.0 

3.32 

3.87 

3.5 

3.46 

7.0 

3.46 

8/  4.06 

3.5 

3.61 

7.0 

3.61 

3/5/4.44 

3.8 

3.90 

6.2 

3.71 

4.07 

3709 

~  4.11 

4.0 

6/  3.99 

7.0 

3.64 

4.21 

3.15 

4.12 

3.5 

3.83 

6.7 

3.83 

4.08 

3.5 

3.48 

6.7 

3.48 

3.98 

3.5 

4.88 

7.0 

4.88 

s7l3 

2~86 

5-19 

3.5 

•  4.39 

9.1 

4.39 

4.44 

3.5 

3.80 

7.0 

3.80 

•* 

10/4.28 

3.8 

3.81 

7.0 

3.60 

37£/4.40 

3.8 

4.07 

6.2 

3.88 

4.29 

37o2 

4.11 

3.8 

3.92 

7.0 

3.71 

9/4.74 

3.8 

4.32 

7.0 

4.11 

4757 

37l9 

4.75 

3.5 

4.14 

7.4 

4.14 

4.25 

3.63 

4.26 

3.5 

6/*  4.07 

6.9 

4.07 

4.26 

3.5 

3.79 

7.3 

3.79 

4.00 

2.94 

4.01 

3.8 

3.72 

6.5 

3.52 

9/4.42 

3.5 

3.69 

6.5 

3.69 

3.74 

4.0 

•  4.98 

6.8 

4.64 

5.13 

4.30 

4.78 

4.0 

4.56 

7.0 

4.21 

4.95 

3.14 

4.62 

4.0 

•  4.39 

6.5 

4.06 

4.54 

3.77 

4.38 

4.0 

•  4.08 

7.0 

3.73 

4.34 

3.27 

4.22 

4.0 

4.42 

6.5 

4.10 

4.97 

3.02 

4.98 

4.0 

4.24 

7.0 

3.89 

4.69 

3.05 

4.57 

4.0 

4.57 

6.8 

4.23 

4.76 

3.84 

3/4.38 

4.0 

•  4.97 

8.4 

4.55 

5.39 

3.13 

5.86 
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TABLE  7.  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.  O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,   APRIL  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

3. 5°7o  test 
per  cwt. 

Base  Price 
at  basic 
test 

Excess  Price 
at  basic 
test 

Minimum 

Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 


W.  South  Central:  (Continued) 

Shreveport,  La...  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin -Waco,  Tex. ,  Zone  1.  , 

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone. 

Corpus  Christi,  Tex.  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Tex.  , 

Texas  Panhandle  , 


Mountain; 
Central  Arizona. 


Pacific: 

puget  Sound,  Wash  

Inland  Empire,  Wash.  -Idaho  7/ 


4.0 

•  5.33 

OeS 

4.0 

4.50 

7.0 

4.15 

4.0 

4.34 

7.0 

3.99 

4.0 

•  5.58 

6.4 

5.26 

4.0 

5.16 

7.0 

4.81 

4.0 

•  6.00 

6.9 

5.66 

4.0 

4.88 

6.0 

4.58 

4.0 

5.86 

6.4 

5.54 

4.0 

5.02 

6.8 

4.68 

3.8 

5.66 

9.5 

5.37 

4.0 

4.45 

7.2 

4.09 

4.0 

4.98 

7.4 

4.61 

5.47 
4.80 
4.66 
5.97 
5.55 

5.25 


6.12 

4.65 
5.25 


4.91 

3.09 
3.13 
3.52 
3.06 

3.20 


3.23 

3.32 
3.31 


5.13 
76 


3/4. 
1/4.55 
f/  5.63 
5-49 


5.24 
5.66 
4.98 


5.80 


3/  4.76 
"/  4.96 


•    Individual-handler  pool.    Weighted  average  of  handlers'  prices,    l/   Plants  holding  Alliance, 
:anton,  or  Ma 8 sill on  permit. 
2/  Rookford  plants;  Treeport  plants:    Blend  $3.51;  Class  I  $3.89. 
TV  Negotiated  prioe: 

Omaha-Llnooln-C.B.       $4.70       Puget  Sound     5.12  (plus  10*  for  bulk  tank  pickup) 
Sioux  City  4.74       Central  Ark.  4.58 

Okla.  City  4.82       Tulsa  4.97 

4/  Austin  7.5*  and  Waco  22.5*  less,  respectively. 

7/  Supplemental  payment  of  85*  per  cwt.  paid  by  handlers  for  milk  diverted  to  Class  II  uses. 

"5/  Corrected  March  prices:    Neosho  Valley,  Mo-Kans.  $4.37.    Tri-State,  Huntington,  PI.  1.  Ta.  $4.51 

7/  Order  effective  March  1;  pricing  provisions  effective  April  1. 

%/  Price  ohange  effective  April  16;  weighted  average  for  the  month.    Weighted  average  prioe 
Lpril  1-16,  $3.82  and  April  17-30,  $4.47  for  Toledo. 
9/    Seasonal  incentive  fund  deductions  in  various  Federal  Order  Markets,  April  1956: 

Cincinnati  30*  Louisville  40    4  Sioux  City  31.9* 

Columbus  35*  Omaha-Lin-C.  Bluffs     31.8*  Southwest  Kansas     50  * 

Dayton-Springfield  20* 
10/   Plus  10*  for  bulk  tank  pickup. 


TABLE  8.  -NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS  1/ 


Net  blended  prices 
paid  for  3.  5% 
milk  per  cwt,  2/ 


Dealers'  buying 
prices  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 
Dollars 
6.19 

5.90 
5.60 
4.37 
5.59 
6.39 
6  .05 
5.29 
5.81 


City 


Dollars 


Month 


Providence,  R,  I.... 
Hartford -New  Haven- 
Bridgeport,  Conn. . , 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.  , 

Evansville,  Ind  , 

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C... 

Richmond,  Va  

Charleston,  W.  Va.. 
Denver,  Colo  


4.04 
3/  4.08 
4.09 
3.92 
4.93 
-  5.00 
3/  4.97 


i/ 


April 

April 

April 

April 

May 

May 

May 

April 

May_ 


1/ 


I 


Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I  -  Milk  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  II  -  Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  III  and/or  IV  -  Milk  used  in  manufacturing  dairy  products. 
A  base  and  surplus  plan  is  often  used  with  these  classifications. 
T.O.B.  City  unless  indicated  otherwise. 

Base  price;  surplus  price  $2.92  at  Evansville?  $2.73  at  Denver. 
Does  not  include  45*  per  cwt.  deducted  for  fall  production  fund  or  an  average  40* 
per  cwt.  quality  premium. 
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Table  9. -Fluid  Milk  price  changes,  June  1956  1/ 


Market  by 

geographic 

divisions 

Dealers' 

buying  prices  f.o.b. 

Retail  prices  per  single 

city,  Class  I  milk  (3 

\.5%  fat) 

quart  delivered  i 

0  homes 

June 

May 

June 

June 

May 

_ 

June 

1955 

1956 

ZVDO 

1955 

1956 

DoTTat*s 

DoT.1  arfi 

*J  UX  J-  Cm  A  O 

Dollars 

WV  11  VO 

Cents 

MIDDLE  AIL ANTIC: 

j  /z«* 

Schenectady,  N.  Y  

5.00 

5.10 

23 

23 

3.72 

3.e« 

23 

23 

—  75 

N.D. 

23 

23 

3/24 

5.01 

5.07 

5.47 

Oct 

Z5 

ZO 

~  27 

-  47 

fc- * 

?3-& 

J  •VI 

J  .V'/ 

5.*7 

24* 

25 

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL t 

3.76 

4.04 

N.D. 

21 

23 

2/22 

3.40 

4.00 

3.85 

22 

22 

~  22 

3.44 

4.09 

4.10 

20 

22 

2/21 

W.  NORTH  CENTRAL: 

3.42 

4.21 

4.23 

21 

24 

3/25 

J  •  /c 

3*65 

?o 

20 

.  "5/21 

3.75 

4.55 

4.67 

20-21 

22-24   2/  73-25* 

Aberdeen,  S.  D* •••••••••« 

4.31 

4.89 

4.90 

20 

20 

2/21 

Sioux  Fall 8,  S.  D. .  • 

4.37 

4.78 

*. .  y  / 

20 

22 

22 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 

4.92 

4.65 

4.85 

19i 

23 

23 

4.33 

5.02 

5.18 

22 

23 

23 

4.80 

5.34 

5.40 

21 

24 

3/25 

6.53 

5.65 

2/6.30 

25 

23 

2/26 

MOUNTAIN: 

5.88 

5.81 

2/5.95 

24 

24 

3/25 

PACIFIC: 

Medford,  Ore* 

5.48 

5.90 

N.D. 

22 

24 

2/25 

4.53 

4.54 

4.54 

20£ 

20£ 

1/24 

l/   All  changes  effective  June  1  unless  otherwise  noted. 
"5/  Effective  date  not  reported. 
3/   Effective  dates: 

May  16  -  Albany 

May  27  -  Schenectady 

June  8  -  Minneapolis 

May  21  -  Winona 

May  14  -  Chattanooga,  Colorado  Springs 
June  6  —  Sacramento 
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(Continued  from  page  l) 


New  Xork  State  markets  where  June  producer  prices  at  Albany  and  Binghamton 
were  up  23  and  15  cents  per  hundredweight  respectively.    At  the  retail  level 
Albany  prices  increased  1  cent  per  quart  while  Binghamton  retail  prices  were 
held  unchanged.    Retail  prices  at  Schenectady  increased  1  cent  per  quart  on 
May  27.    June  producer  prices  in  this  market  were  not  determined* 

In  the  East  North  Central  region,  dealers  Class  I  buying  prices  in 
early  June  1956  averaged  $U.57  per  hundredweight,  66  cents  above  the  June 
1955  regional  average  but  were  unchanged  from  May  1956.    Among  the 
principal  markets  in  this  area,  the  only  change  in  producer  prices  was  a 
15  cents  per  hundredweight  decline  in  the  Springfield,  Illinois  market. 
Retail  prices  were  held  unchanged.    Two  markets,  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  and 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  reported  declines  of  1  cent  per  quart  in  retail  home 
delivered  prices.    Producer  prices  in  the  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana  market  are 
not  determined  at  this  time  while  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  prices  were 
practically  unchanged  from  May. 

In  States  in  the  West  North  Central  area,  prices  dealers  were  paying 
for  Class  I  milk  averaged  $U.57  per  hundredweight,  representing  increases 
of  69  cents  over  June  1955  and  7  cents  above  May  1956.    Changes  from  May 
included  an  increase  of  12  cents  in  the  St.  Louis  market  where  retail 
prices  increased  1  to  l|-  cents  per  quart.    In  Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota, 
producer  prices  increased  19  cents  per  hundredweight.    Retail  prices  were 
unchanged  for  milk  delivered  to  homes,  but  increased  1  cent  per  quart  in 
stores.    In  Winona,  Minnesota,  and  Aberdeen,  South  Dakota,  June  retail 
prices  were  up  1  cent  per  quart.    Producer  prices  were  up  only  slightly 
in  these  markets.    Retail  prices  in  the  Minneapolis,  Minnesota  market  were 
also  up  1  cent  for  single  quarts  delivered  to  homes  reflecting  the  increase 
in  service  charges. 

In  the  South  Atlantic  region,  dealers  Class  I  buying  prices  averaged 
$6.15  per  hundredweight,  7  and  1  cents  above  the  June  1955  and  May  1956 
averages  respectively.    Among  the  principal  markets  in  this  area  the  only 
changes  in  Class  I  buying  prices  from  early  May  were  in  Wilmington, 
Delaware  and  Wheeling,  West  Virginia  with  increases  of  20  and  16  cents 
per  hundredweight  respectively  from  May.    Retail  prices  in  both  markets 
were  unchanged  from  the  previous  month.    Pricing  provisions  of  the  new 
Federal  Order  in  the  Wilmington,  Delaware  market  went  into  effect  on 
June  16 # 

Dealers  buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  showed  little  change  in  early 
June  in  the  East  South  Central  region.    Producer  prices  for  Class  I  milk 
averaged  $5.2h  per  hundredweight,  36  cents  above  June  last  year  and  1 
cent  above  the  May  1956  average.    In  the  Chattanooga,  Tennessee  market, 
early  June  resale  prices  increased  1  cent  per  quart  from  May  while 
producer  prices  increased  6  cents  per  hundredweight.    The  sharpest  change 


(Continued  on  page  16) 
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was  in  the  Galveston,  Texas  market  where  producer  prices  for  Class  I 
milk  increased  6£  cents  per  hundredweight  from  May  and  retail  prices 
3  cents  per  quart  both  delivered  to  homes  and  at  stores. 

In  the  Mountain  States,  the  Class  I  buying  prices  averaged  $5,72 
per  hundredweight,  19  cents  above  June  1955  and  6  cents  above  May  1956, 
Both  Denver  and  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado  reported  increases  of  ll\ 
cents  per  hundredweight.    Retail  prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  higher 
in  Colorado  Springs  but  unchanged  in  Denver, 

On  the  Pacific  Coast,  Class  I  prices  in  principal  markets  averaged 
$li.9h  per  hundredweight,  unchanged  from  May  but  8  cents  above  June  1955. 
No  changes  were  reported  in  producer  prices  by  markets.    A  1  cent  per 
quart  increase  in  retail  prices  for  Medford,  Oregon  was  reported. 
However,  producer  prices  have  not  as  yet  been  reported  for  this  market. 
A  quantity  discount  plan  was  instituted  on  June  6  for  Sacramento, 
California  similar  to  the  one  reported  for  Los  Angeles  last  month. 
For  milk  delivered  to  homes,  the  single  quart  price  was  20  cents  per 
quart  plus  a  h  cent  service  charge  for  each  single  delivery  location 
regardless  of  the  number  of  units  purchased.    This  raised  the  home 
delivered  single  quart  price  }>\  cents  but  for  as  many  as  3  quarts  per 
delivery,  the  price  was  20  l/3  cents  per  quart  as  compared  with  20|- 
cents  in  May.    The  store  price  was  \  cent  per  quart  lower. 
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Tahle  10. -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  April  1956,  with  comparisons  \] 


1956 


as  T*7 
Mar. 
1956 


Jan-Apr.  IjJ 
1956  of 
1955 


Marketing  area 


Apr. 
1955 
U 


Mar. 

1956 


Apr. 
1956 
11 


l.ood 
pounds 

2,018 
112 
285 

439 
300 

8,97* 

1,989 
460 
26* 
142 

3,032 
827 
222 

1.1*3 
65 
129 

5* 

81 

401 

1,109 

21* 

731 
170 

96 
233 

93 
569 

67 
321 
301 
355 
1,150 


Apr, 


Apr. 

1955 


is.  5/  

r»   O I  •••»•< 


Boston,  Mass.... 
Pall  River,  Mass 
Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.. 
Springfield,  Mass.  1/... 
Worcester,  Mas 
New  York,  N.  T 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron,  Ohio  • 

Stark  County,  Ohio  £/•♦ 

Port  Wayne,  Ind...  

Detroit,  Mich.  

Milwaukee,  Wis. .  •  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa. < 
Minneapolis-SttP&ul,  Mi&u 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell.SJl 
Cedar  Rapids-IowaCity ,Ja 
Dobuque,  Iowa. ....... 

Sioux  City,  Iowa..... 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluff 8,  JTehr.-Iowa..., 
St.  Louis,  Mo 

Ozarks,  Mo .-Ark.  2/  

Kansas  City, Mo. -Kans. 2/ « 
Heosho  Valley, Kane .-Mo.J2/ 
Topeka,  Kans.  2J • •••••• 

Wichita,  Kans.  2J  

Southwest  Kans.  2j  

Louisville,  Ky.  

Port  Smith,  Ark.  2/.... 
Oklahoma  City,  0kla.7/« 
Tul  sa-Muskogee , Okla. 2/ • 
San  Antonio,  Texas. •••• 
Puget  Sound,  Wash.  £,/•• 

Total  *V  


1,666 
Bounds. 

2,019 
114 
277 
433 
29* 
8,599 
2,051 
45* 
260 
152 
3,069 
836 
22* 
1,10* 
66 
12* 
51 
83 

395 
1,136 
196 
728 

165 
88 
2*1 
93 
539 
71 
30* 
302 

371 
1,135 


1,666 
pounds 

2,093 
116 

292 
*53 
309 

8,985 

2,092 
*76 
277 
155 

3,181 
876 
232 

1,178 
69 
133 
56 
88 

*1* 
1,158 
225 
779 
179 
101 
252 

9* 
599 
73 
331 
318 
376 
1,208 


Percent 

100 

99 
103 
102 
102 
10* 

97 
101 
102 

93 

99 

99 

99 
10* 

99 
10* 

105 
98 

101 
98 
109 
100 

103 

109 

97 
100 

105 

95 
106 
100 

96 
101 


Percent 

96 
96 
98 

97 
97 
99 
95 
97 
95 
91 
95 
9* 
96 
97 
95 
97 
96 
93 

97 
96 
95 
9* 
95 
95 
92 

99 
95 
92 
97 
95 
9* 
95 


102 
102 
106 
105 
105 
102 
101 

105 
106 
101 
103 
10* 
103 
10* 
10* 
105 
109 
105 

10* 

103 

108 
10* 
10* 
111 
101 
102 
108 
98 
106 

105 
100 
10* 


25,975   27,168  26,3*3 


101.* 


97.0 


103.0 


\J    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which 
in- area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area 
sales. 
%J  Preliminary. 
Revised. 

Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
Data  include  skim  items. 

Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  whole  milk. 
Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  "by  producer-handlers. 


I 

u 


1»000  pounds 
23.5       Neosho  Valley  10.8 
7.0       Oklahoma  City  8.2 
4.*      Puget  Sound  33*0 
3«*       Stark  County  3.8 

Compiled  "by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 


as  follows: 

Kansas  City 
Topeka 
Wichita 
Fort  Smith 


Ozarks  3*2 
Southwest  Kans.  3*3 
Tills  a- Muskogee  2.8 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  APRIL  1956,  WITH  COI-TARISONS 


April  whole  milk  sales  hold  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  32  Federal  Order  markets  during 
April  were  l.U  percent  above  April  1955>  but  were  3»0  percent  below  March 
1956,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    This  is  a  rather 
sharp  decline  in  whole  nilk  sales  compared  to  earlier  months  in  1956  when 
sales  ranged  from  3  to  h  percent  above  the  same  month  a  year  earlier.  Of 
the  32  markets  with  data  available  on  in-area  sales,  16  reported  whole  milk 
sales  above  April  1955.    In  h  markets,  sales  were  about  the  same  but  12 
markets  showed  decreases.    Compared  with  March  1956,  sales  in  April  were 
lower  in  all  32  markets.    Cumulative  dailyr  sales  of  whole  milk  in  the  first 
k  months  of  1956  were  3*0  percent  higher  than  in  the  same  period  in  1955. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area,  average  daily  sales  of 
whole  milk  during  April  showed  a  h  percent  increase  over  a  year  earlier  as 
compared  with  increases  of  1  and  2  percent  in  earlier  months.  However, 
sales  were  down  1  percent  from  March  1956.    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  the 
first  h  months  of  1956  were  2  percent  above  the  same  period  in  1955 • 

In  the  remaining  31  markets,  whole  milk  sales  during  April  equaled  a 
year  earlier  but  were  down  h.5  percent  from  March  1956.    In  these  markets, 
cumulative  sales  in  the  first  h  months  of  1956  were  3»5  percent  above  the 
same  period  in  1955.    The  average  milk  fat  test  of  whole  milk  sold  during 
April  in  the  32  markets  was  3»56  percent,  the  same  as  March  but  the  test 
was  3.58  percent  in  April  1955. 

Sales  of  half-and-half  show  sharp  seasonal  decline 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures,  or  half-and- 
half,  during  April  in  26  of  the  32  Federal  Order  markets  (all  5  Massachusetts 
markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  were  2.8  percent  above  April  1955  but  8.1 
percent  below  March  1956.    Sales  during  April,  while  still  above  a  year  earlier, 
were  down  quite  sharply  from  the  10  to  16  percent  increases  reported  in  the 
first  3  Tronths  of  the  year.    The  sharp  decline  can  be  partly  attributed  to  the 
inclusion  of  Easter  holiday  sales  in  the  April  1955  and  March  1956  totals. 

Cumulative  daily  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  in  the  first  U  months 
of  1956  were  10  percent  above  the  same  period  in  1955.    The  average  test  of 
milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold  during  April  was  11.7  percent  as  compared  to 
11. U  percent  in  both  April  1955  and  March  1956. 

Fluid  cream  sales  below  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  in  27  of  the  32  Federal 
Order  markets  (h  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  during 
April  1956  were  6  percent  below  April  1955  and  5.2  percent  below  March  1956. 
The  sharp  decline  in  sales  of  fluid  cream  also  reflects  in  part  the  effect 
of  the  Easter  sales  on  the  April  1955  and  March  1956  totals.  Cumulative 


(Continued  on  page  21) 


Page  20 


Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  April  1956,  with  comparisons  \J  gj 


Apr, 

Mar. 

Apr, 

Apr.  1956  as  %  $J 

Jan. -Apr, 

Marketing  area 

1955 

1956 

1956 

Apr. 

Mar. 

195"  0* 

21 

1955 

1956 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

62.6 

58.3 

6I.3 

OR 

1  AC 

105 

98 

4.7 

4.8 

4.8 

1  M 

104 

7.3 

?.4 

7.5 

i 

xXiC 

1  M 

xu± 

105 

127.4 

127.0 

129.6 

1U  c 

102 

58.3 

62.2 

60.8 

1  Oil 

oft 

111 

19.7 

20.5 

20.5 

i  nil 

i  nn 

109 

13.8 

13.9 

12.9 

7  J 

7<- 

102 

271.1 

264.5 

244.8 

on 

7^ 

99 

67.3 

75.2 

70.7 

QIl 

111 

36.8 

40.6 

39.5 

0*7 

7f 

109 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn, 

83.6 

96.3 

96.7 

n  6 

110 

i  nn 

112 

Sioux  Palls-Mitchell,  S.B.. 

7.5 

8.6 

8.4 

lie 

122 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  la. 

22.5 

24.7 

24.1 

oft 

111 

4.9 

7.3 

7.1 

1k< 

Oft 

7O 

148 

10.2 

11.6 

11.3 

lift 

1XU 

Q7 

7f 

110 

Omaha-Lincoln-Counc  il 

49.7 

48.9 

49.4 

i  m 

104 

109.8 

119.4 

112.5 

7*+ 

111 

24.9 

28.1 

26.2 

i  nc 

9^ 

109 

61.3 

59.3 

57.2 

7.5 

09 

98 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo..., 

12.1 

15.3 

14.4 

no 

OA 

7*+ 

122 

6.9 

6.5 

5.8 

102 

17.1 

16.7 

16.6 

98 

100 

101 

3.1 

2.6 

2.5 

79 

94 

89 

52.0 

54.8 

55.3 

106 

101 

103 

7.5 

7.2 

6.6 

88 

92 

91 

28.1 

30.3 

28.2 

100 

93 

105 

26.7 

27.1 

26.2 

98 

97 

103 

31.7 

35.1 

34.8 

110 

99 

114 

96.9 

96.9 

95.7 

99 

99 

100 

Total  i/ 

1,325.6 

lr371.1 

1.331.4 

100.4 

97.1 

104.7 

\J  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area 
data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

£]    Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

2/  Preliminary. 

4j  Revised. 

$J    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

Compiled  "by  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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I  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  in  these  27  markets  through  January-April  1956 
were  2.8  percent  below  the  same  period  in  1955.    The  average  test  of  fluid 

!  cream  products  sold  in  April  1956  was  23.0  percent,  about  the  same  as  in 
April  1955  and  March  1956. 

In  the  New  York  City  marketing  area,  sales  of  fluid  cream  were  also 
I  down  sharply,  5  percent  below  April  1955  and  7.2  percent  below  March  1956. 
I  Cumulative  daily  sales  for  this  market  in  the  first  h  months  of  1956  were  1 
percent  below  the  January-April  1955  totals. 

The  combined  daily  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and  fluid  cream 
(not  shown  in  table  11)  during  April  in  the  27  markets  other  than  New  York 
j  City  were  3.2  percent  below  April  1955  and  6.2  percent  below  March  1956. 
Cumulative  daily  sales  in  these  markets  in  the  first  four  months  of  1956  were 
1.3  percent  above  the  same  period  in  1955. 

i  Sales  of  skim  milk  unchanged  from  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  April  in  29  Federal 
!j  Order  markets  which  have  in-area  sales  were  about  the  same  as  April  last 
I  year  as  compared  with  January-March  sales  which  were  6  percent  above  a  year 
earlier.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  29  markets  for  the  first  U  months 
of  this  year  were  h.7  percent  greater  than  for  the  same  period  last  year. 
The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales  of  fluid  skim  items  in  26  of  the  29  markets 
in  April  was  1.U5  percent  as  compared  with  l,jh  percent  in  April  1955  and 
1.1x6  percent  in  March  1956. 

April  receipts  continue  to  advance;  fewer  producers 

Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  5U  Federal  Order  markets 

!,  was  h.8  percent  above  April  last  year  and  U.6  percent  higher  than  March.  Forty- 
four  markets  showed  higher  receipts  than  April  a  year  earlier  with  increases 
in  16  markets  of  10  percent  or  more.    The  number  of  regularly  approved  producers 
shipping  milk  to  the  5h  markets  was  3.7  percent  less  than  April  of  last  year. 
Daily  receipts  per  producer  in  the  Sh  markets  averaged  509  pounds  in  April. 

I  This  was  8.8  percent  higher  than  April  1955  and  5.2  percent  greater  than  March 
of  this  year.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  receipts  for  the  entire  5U  markets 

f  during  April  was  3.67  percent  as  compared  with  3.6U  percent  last  April  and 

1  3.70  percent  in  March  1956. 

Milk  production  in  May  continues  at  record  rate 

Production  of  milk  on  U.S.  farms  during  May,  at  13.0  billion  pounds,  was 
1  percent  above  the  previous  year  and  5  percent  above  the  19U5-5U  average.  On 
a  daily  basis,  production  in  May  was  9.1  percent  higher  than  in  April  as  com- 
i  pared  with  an  11. b  percent  increase  from  April  to  May  last  year  and  a  13.9 
percent  average  increase  between  these  two  months  in  the  years  19U5-5U. 
Cumulative  production  for  the  first  5  months  of  this  year  totaled  5U.7  billion 
pounds — approximately  k  percent  above  both  last  year  and  the  same  period  in  195U. 

Milk  production  per  cow  in  crop  reporters'  herds  on  June  1  averaged  22.32 
pounds.    This  was  2  percent  above  the  record  high  of  last  year  and  10  percent 
above  the  10-year  average  for  the  date.    Per  capita  milk  production  for  May 
averaged  2.50  pounds  daily,  about  the  same  as  May  last  year  but  6  percent  less 
than  average. 
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